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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Joun Francis Rorton, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed an assistant-secretary to the Local Government 
Board. Mr. Rotton was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Trinity Term, 1860, having obtained a certificate 
of honour in the previous Hilary Term. He formerly 
p as @ conveyancer, and has been for several 
years the legal assistant to the Medical Department of 
the Local Government Board. 





Ir wovLp Br MATTER of deep regret if the questions 
raised by Mr. Norwood’s Bill were allowed to go to rest 
again without an effort being made to remedy the evils 
complained of. It seems to us, as we have often said, a 
matter intimately concerning the honour and interest of 
the bar that no stone should be left unturned to find a 
temedy for a state of things which undoubtedly brings 
discredit on the profession in the eyes of the outside 
public. Though the subject has been languidly discussed 
at the common law bar, no earnest or serious endeavour 
has yet been made to set on foot any scheme to meet the 
difficulty, which the present system of arranging the 
Nist Prius work must necessarily greatly aggravate. 
Under these circumstances we are disposed to welcome 
very cordially the appearance, in the 7'imes of Saturday 
last, of a letter suggesting what appears to us to be, in 
its main outlines, at least, a very feasible remedy. 
It is impossible, without much consideration of the 
probable results in practice, to approve, en bloc, of all 
the details of the proposal, but we think that, on some 
such lines, any attempt to deal with the question must 
be based. The proposal, shortly stated, is to have 
a list for each division, and to assign the causes 
on each circuit to a particular division. The diffi- 
culty which at present stands in the way of the 
adoption of the chancery system by common law 
leaders is that the cases on circuit, being in ali three 
divisions indifferently, a circuit counsel cannot possibly 
confine himself to one court. The first essential, there- 
fore, is to provide that all the cases on any particular 
circuit should be assigned to the same division. The 
mode in which the writer of the letter proposes 
that this shali be done is by assigning all 
Northern or North-Eastern Circuit cases to the Common 
Pleas Division, all South-Eastern cases to the Queen's 
Bench, and all other circuit cases to the Exchequer. 
The London and Middlesex cases will be tried in all 
divisions indifferently, except during circuit, when they 
will be tried only in the Queen's Bench Division, batches 
of them taken for that purpose from the lists of 
the other divisions from time to time, and transferred to 
the Queen’s Bench Division. The result of this would 
be that the Queen’s Counsel upon the circuits attached to 
each division would practi confine themselves to 
such division when sitting at Nisi Prius in Middlesex 


and London, and eo keep all their work together. It is 
obvious that there is room for much difference of opinion 








as to the details of the apportionment of business between 
the divisions under such a system; but no fatal objec- 
tion to the general plan of the scheme thus suggested 
occurs to us. Solicitors are usually in the habit of issuing 
all their writs in the same division, but the convenience 
of securing the attendance of the leaders, subject only to 
the risk of cases at Nisi Prius and in Banco in the 
same division clashing, would far outweigh any incon- 
venience the change might, in some cases, cause in this 

We would very strongly urge that the possibi- 
lity of some such arrangement should be promptly and 
earnestly discussed by the bar. It is not the bar alone, 
however, who must move in the matter. The aid of the 
judges will be needed to carry out the reform, but we 
cannot but hope that it will be readily given to remove 
& great and growing scandal. 





THE QUESTION, noticed in our last, as to the authority 
of Parliament over the colonies, has been matter of con- 
siderable discussion in the newspapers during the past 
week. We do not propose to re-open the general sub- 
ject; we have said upon it all that we desire, and we 
have “ nothing to alter and nothing to add,” but there 
are two observations in an important letter by Mr. F. S. 
Reilly, published in the Times of this day week, which 
seem to us to call for some remark. He says, “ Argu- 
ments that must be accepted in a court of law in sup- 
port of Sir C. Adderley’s view abound.” If by this he 
means an English court of law, cadit questio; whatever 
an English Act of Parliament says, however obviously 
beyond its proper functions, must. be accepted, and, as 
far as may be, acted upon, by all courts in England; 
but if he means accepted by the colonial courts, we 
should very much like to learn what they are. 
We fancy the Canadian judges would not find 
it hard to answer them. The clause in the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act Amendment Act which expressly 
extended the statutory limitation of liability to “all 
ships, British and foreign,” must, of course, be accepted 
and acted upon in our courts, but we do not suppose that 
any French or German Court of Admiralty would pay 
the slightest attention to it. We are at a loss 
to see how the British Parliament—except as 
advisers of the Crown in matters within the 
prerogative—can have any more say in the affairs 
of Canada, against the wishes of the people of 
Canada as represented in their Parliament, than they have 
in those of France. It is the old question over again which 
arose between the courts of England and Ireland in Lord 
Ward’s case; and no one ought to know better than Mr. 
Reilly what a miserable failure the attempt to 
enforce the “foreign” jurisdiction proved in that 
instance. Secondly, Mr. Reilly refers to the 
words “saving the sovereignty of England,” used by 
the delegates at the London Convention of 1866. But 
Mr. Reilly forgets that all the North-American provinces 
represented at that convention had Parliaments of their 
own already; and the claim of authority by the British 
Parliament, if bad as against the Parliament of the 
Dominion, would have been just as bad as against those 
Parliaments separately ; and there is not a suggestion of 
any intention on their part to concede any new rights 
to the mother country. The words relied on obviously 
refer to the British Crown, not the British Parliament,and 
they point to the right of the Sovereign, acting on the 
advice of her Ministers in England, to disallow Acts of 
the colonial Parliament, even after they have been 
by the governor acting under the advice of the 
of the Colony. This right the Crown possessed before 
the Federation, and it has been carefully preserved iu the 
Federal Constitution, and is not now in question, 
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pertinence has drawn attention to the mode in which 
this practice was originally established. Upon a 
recent application to strike out a statement of claim 
containing sixty-four paragraphs and occupying eighteen 
pages, counsel cited the case of Mylward v. Weldon, 
in 1596, in which the decree (see Acta Cancellarie, 
p. 692) states that the replication “doth amount to 
six score sheets of paper, and yet all the matter 
thereof which is pertinent might have been well 
contained in sixteen sheets of paper, wherefore the plain- 
tiff was appointed to be examined to find out who drew 
the same replication, and by whose advice it was done, 
to the end that the offender might, for example sake, 
not only be punished, but . . . . that the defend- 
ant might have his charges sustained thereby ; and for 
that it now appeared to his lordship, by the confession of 
Richard Mylward, . that he, the said Richard, 
himself did both draw, devise, and engross the same re- 
plication,” the court ordered the Warden of the Fleet to 
take the said Richard into his custody and to bring him 
into Westminster Hall, and then and there to “cut a hole 
in the myddest of the same engrossed replication,’ put 
the said Richard’s head through the same hole, and so 
let the same replication hang about his shoulders with 
the written side outwards, and then to lead the same 
Richard, bareheaded and barefaced, round all the courts 
at Westminster Hall, and afterwards keep him in prison 
till he paid a fine of £10 and costs to the defendant. 
This punishment appears to be without precedent, but 
the early records of the Court of Chancery are full 
of instances where the rule was enforced that 
pleadings shall be pertinent and reasonably short, and 
where a lesson was read to parties who were rash enough 
to prepare their own pleadings. Thus, two years before 
the above case, in Lacy v. Lacy (Acta Can. p. 644), a 
plaintiff who had, ‘‘ to increase the defendant’s charges 
of suit, and for his great vexation, . . . exhibited and 
put into this court a replication of four great skins of 
parchment closely written, containing many frivolous 
and slanderous matters,’ was committed to the Fleet ; 
but he was subsequently discharged on acknowledging 
in writing his fault. And in a case of Hendere v. 
Penkevill, in 1607 (Acta Can. p. 81), there is a 
certificate of Sir Matthew Carew, a master in chan- 
cery, that the “defendant’s answer (which seemeth 
not to have been put in by advice of counsel)” was 
“ faulty and peccant, both in matter and form; wherein 
is unordinately inserted much unnecessary and imperti- 
nent matter, drawing thesaid answer tounnecessary length, 
+ « wherefore, in my opinion, it were fit that the 
whole answer (being yet a rude and indigesta moles) 
should be committed to learned counsel to be cast again 
by a perfect artificer into a new mould” ; and he recom- 
mended that the answer be not allowed to remain among 
the records of the court, and that the defendant be 
ordered to pay 40s. for his costs. In Byddle v. Com- 
maunder, in 1614 (Acta Can. p. 205), the master cer- 
tified that the answer of Porthouse, a defendant, was 
“very tedious, frivolous, and insufficient,” and that he 
was “ induced to conceive the same to have been drawn 
by Porthouse himself, who seemeth to be a very trouble- 
some fellow.” Porthouse, however, seems to have come 
off better than his predecessors, for no penalty was 
inflicted on him. In some cases, however, the very 
length of the pleading would appear to have been a 
from a certificate of impertinence, as in Leices- 

ter v. Lawrence (Acta Can. p. 207), where Master Tyndal 
certified that “ the im t matters and 
defects of the said bill, I have been so wearied with the 


Gilbert (Forum Romanum, p. 211), 
court has ordered the counsel to pay the 
costa [of impertinent matter] out of his own pocket; 


and in this case it makes counsel more careful how they 








stuff bills, or answers, or other records with tautology 
and impertinency.” And Lord Clarendou’s orders (see 
Beames’ Orders in Chancery, p. 167), which provided 
against impertinent pleadings, expressly subjected the 
counsel drawing them to the payment of costs. 





Mr. Bromuzy Davenrort has given notice that, on 
Monday next, he will ask the Under-Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government will provide that the 
consent of Parliament should be obtained before “an 
attempt is made to carry the Channel Tunnel scheme 
into effect.” What attempts have been made, or are 
about to be made, by engineers, we cannot say; but a 
reference to the local and personal Acts of last year 
will show that the consent of Parliament has already 
been given to the “scheme.” From the Channel Tunnel 
Company (Limited) Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. cxc.), it 
appears that the Channel Tunnel Company was incor. 
porated in 1872 under the Joint Stock Companies Act, 
1862. The object of the company was stated in the 
memorandum of association to be “the constructing an 
underground tunnel beneath the Straits of Dover, so as to 
afford the means of complete land communication between 
the two countries of England and France for any pur- 
poses to which the same might be applicable.” It became 
necessary to go to Parliament to obtain powers of com- 
pulsory purchase of lands “‘ for the purpose of carrying 
out preliminary experimental operations in connection 
with the objects” of the company. Hence the Act of 
1875 was obtained and passed in the August of that 
year. By this Act the Lands Clauses Acts of 1845, 1860, 
and 1869 are incorporated, and the powers of compulsory 
purchase are limited to one year after the passing of 
the Act (sections 2,7). It is expressly provided that “‘the 
company shall not commence any preliminary operations 
without the previous consent in writing of the Board of 
Trade, and that such operations shall be carried on only to 
the extent authorized by the Board of Trade ”’ (section 4). 
The most important section is the 5th, which is as fol- 
lows :—“ The company shall accept any conditions which 
her Majesty may by Order in Council, in pursuance of 
any arrangement made or to be made between the 
Governments of this country and of France, hereafter 
impose in connection with the undertaking of the com- 
pany, and the passing of this Act shall not be deemed 
to give to the company any right or claim other than 
the title to the lands shown on the deposited plans 
which they would not have had if this Act had not 
passed.” It only remains to notice that the consent of 
the Office of Woods and Forests is required to any inter- 
ference with minerals belonging to the Crown, and the 
consent of the Board of Trade (on behalf of the Crown) 
is a condition precedent to the right to tunnel under the 
foreshore (sections 8 and 9). There is no reservation of 
the right of a future Parliament to interfere with the 
scheme by a public statute. It would seem, therefore, 
that by the Act of 1875 Parliament has delegated the 
supervision of the undertaking to the Board of Trade, the 
Privy Council, the Foreign Offices (of England and 
France), and the Office of Woods and Forests. The War 
Office is not mentioned in the Act. 





Tue NATURE or THE TESTS to which a person is sub- 
mitted before he is allowed to offer himself as a guide 
through what, if we wish to find the softest name for it, 
‘we may call the “ ue” country of English law, is 
a subject not without important consequences for us all, 
whether we be tourists, or likely to be tourists, over those 
steep passes and through those gloomy defiles, or whether, 
being ourselves authorized guides, we desire to keep up 
the reputation of our fraternity for intelligence and 
trustworthiness. It is ly with considerable 
interest that we have looked at the questions propounded 
at the last final examination ; and we are glad to be able to 
say that our satisfaction has not fallen short of our inter- 
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est. The questions seem fair, and at the same time search- 
ing, and we have no hesitation in saying that any one who 
correctly answered them all with a full comprehension 
ef his answers—for in law, as in everything else, it is 
often possible to give correct answers, as it were, from the 
lips, and not from the head—has shown his fitness to 
enter upon the active duties of his calling. Far be it 
from us to examine examiners, or judge judges; but at 
the same time we venture to ask the learned framer or 
framers of one of the papers (that on “ Bankruptcy and 
the practice of the courts”) to allow us just to hint that 
sometimes some of the gentlemen who present themselves 
for examination are gifted with rather more than the 
average of shrewdness. Questions such as these, 
“Jf an uncertificated bankrupt pay away money in 
the ordinary course of business, can or cannot such 
money be followed in the hands of a payee?” and 
“State whether or not, with or without the sanction of 
the committee, the trustee may mortgage or pledge the 
bankrupt’s property,” however elaborately cautious they 
may appear on the surface, are quite capable of being 
forced to yield up what was in the examiner's mind to a 
person previously quite innocent of any knowledge on 
the point. ‘At any rate they show which way it is safer 
to make a “shot.” On the whole, however, the blemishes 
im the papers are very few, and cannot much detract 
from the satisfaction to which their perusal gives rise. 
Our readers will see from a short notice of the Clifford’s- 
inn prizeman, to be found in another column, thatthe blue 
riband in the last examination has been gained by a 
young Welshman, if the Saturday Review will allow us 
to call any one Welsh who was born and reared in the 


Anglia Transwalliana of Pembrokeshire. We are not |. 


aware of any other instance, or at least of any recent 
instance, in which this prize has been carried 
off into the principality; while the Welsh victory 
this year is enhanced by the circumstance that Mr. 
Williams, the successful candidate, served no part of his 
articles out of Wales, and relied on his own studies 
without any help from “coach” or “‘ crammer.” We 
mention these facts in the hope that they may encourage 
others who are compelled to prosecute their law studies 
under what are generally supposed to bethe disadvantages 
of a country town. 





THERE HAS BEEN some correspondence during the 
week on the question, upon which the Home Secretary 
has recently been in communication with the judges, of 
the best mode of preventing the long interval which too 
often occurs between the committal of prisoners and their 
trial. “A Member of the Late Judicature Commission,” 
after pointing out the difficulties which would attend 
the adoption of either of the courses which have been 
suggested, of sending the prisoners for trial to another 
eounty where winter assizes are held, or of holding winter 
assizes in every county, repeats the suggestion made in 
the notes appended to the first report of the Judicature 
Commission, that a judge of the High Court should 
attend quarter sessions to try the more serious cases, 
leaving the rest to be dealt with by the sessions. “ A 
Barrister”? has pointed out that this would only be to 
revive the ancient practice at quarter sessions. It seems 
to us that if the course we have so often urged were 
adopted, and professional chairmen of quarter sessions 
were appointed, the plan might not be an undesirable 
solution of the difficulty. Four receptions of the judge 
in the year might bé inconvenient to the sheriffs, but 
his ‘more frequent visits would be highly convenient to 
the prisoners; the arrangement would save the time of 
the judges, and would prevent judicial steam hammers 
from being set to crack nuts. But unless professional 
chairmen were appointed, it is doubtful how far it would 
be advisable to increase the number of cases heard by 
the quarter sessions. The mode of conducting the busi- 
ness before those tribunals in many places at present is 
not calculated to inspire the popular mind with a 
reverence for the administration of justice. 








Mr. Ossornz Morcan a few years ago despondingly 
remarked in the House of Commons that, though the 
babe unborn might, perhaps, practise in the new law 
courts, he himself despaired of doing so. It would ap- 
pear from Lord H. Lennox’s remarks in the House on 
Thursday evening that despair has also at length seized 
the Board of Works. The Government are “ not satis- 
fied’ with the progress which has been made with the 
building; they cannot hold out much hope that it will 
be completed within the specified time, and we 
observe that Mr. W. H. Smith has become im- 
pressed with the fact, to which we have repeatedly 
called attention, of the waste of money which these 
delays entail in interest on the cost of the site and 
in payment of the rates and taxes on the site. The 
total amount of this unproductive outlay up to the be- 
ginning of 1874 was, it has been stated, somewhere about 
£234,000, and as the interest on the site-money amounts 
to about £30,000 a year, and the rates and taxes to about 
£9,000 a year, it may be estimated that up to the com- 
mencement of the present year considerably over 
£300,000 has been spent in this way—not far off half the 
amount of the contract with Messrs. Bull for the build- 
ing. This is certainly net the least remarkable of 
the facts connected with the history of this under- 
taking; but perhaps the one which will most impress the 
popular mind is that in the new law courts one of the 
most important courts—the Court of Appeal—is entirely 
unprovided for. We are glad to observe that the 
Government this year departed from the ground they 
took last year on this question, and held out some hope 
that this ridiculous omission will ultimately be remedied. 








THE SUPREME COURT OF APPEAL. 


Wirn Mr. Calvert’s letter on the subject of the pro- 
posed Supreme Court of Appeal we but partially agree, 
and we should be very sorry to see the efficiency 
of the new court crippled in the mode which Mr. Cal- 
vert, in his anxiety to prevent it from being a new court 
at all, has proposed. We think that no more ingenious 
scheme could have been suggested for neutralizing all 
the benefits to be anticipated from the proposed reform 
than an arrangement which would transform the 
“ Lordships of Appeal”’ simply into a somewhat ampler 
provision for ratired Lord Chancellors. If the existing 
supply of law lords is sufficient for the purposes of the 
House as a court of appeal, we see no object in adding 
£1,000 a year to the retiring pensions of four peers 
whose services we have already secured without 
it; if, on the other hand, the object of the 
Bill is to strengthen the court, we fail to see 
how that can be effected by simply raising the 
salaries of the same set of men. For similar reasons 
we are compelled to dissent from Mr. Calvert's final 
suggestion as to the omission of certain clauses in the 
Bill. So far from thinking it desirable to minimize the 
change about to be effected, we hold it to be of great 
importance to recognize and acknowledge its magnitude: 
so far from looking upon the new Court of Appeal as 
“an old court strengthened” we view it as a new court 
under an old name, retaining nothing of the characteristics 
of its predecessor, except its name and its authority. Its 
members will, we presume, deliver judgments, not debate 
questions; its procedure will, we trust, be made more 
forensic and less parliamentary; its sittings are, we 
understand, to coincide with those of the High Court of 
Justice, not these of Parliament ; and if so, it would be the 
merest affectation to shrink from recognizing that the 
“old order" has indeed changed, “yielding place to 
new.” 

But with Mr, Calvert's proposal to limit the permanent 
seats in the new court to men of proved judicial ex- 
pericnce, we heartily concur. Nothing, is, unhappily, 
more conclusively established, by actual and repeated 
experiment, than that the most distinguished advocate 
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may make a very indifferent judge; and surely nothing 
can be more desirable than that, when you are appoint- 
ing men to sit in final judgment, without appeal, upon 
cases of the highest importance, and involving questions 
of the nicest intricacy, you should secure the amplest 
guarantees in your power that none but the fittest men 
should be selected. The Times, however, in its com- 
ments upon the letter, is, if possible, more vigorons in its 
opposition to this proposal than to auy of the others. It 
is worth while to glance shortly at the grounds on which 
this opposition is based. The first ground put forward 
is that “professional and interested objections are 
not to be attended to;” but who so likely to foresee 
the defect in the future as those who have been 
suffering from it in the past? and where is the 
ground for suggesting motives of self-interest (or class 
interest) in a barrister who comes forward to urge that a 
most valuable piece of preferment shall be withdrawn from 
the bar? But, secondly, says the Times, it would hamper 
the choice of the Government, who already have to choose 
the other judges from the bar, and, therefore, may well 
be trusted to choose these. That is to say, because you 
must, ex necessitate rei, choose judges of first instance 
from men who are not judges, therefore you should 
select judges of the highest position from the same 
area. We wonder whether the Times would also 
argue that, because you must select your field officers 
from the grades below them, therefore it is absurd 
to require service as a lieutenant-colonel as a condition 
precedent to the command of an army in the field? We 
have no doubt that occasionally a most competent 
officer has been kept back by the operation of this rule ; 
ought it, therefore, to be entirely abrogated, and the 
authorities left to select their generals from the army at 


? : 

But, again, the Times urges, Mr. Calverte’ proposition 
‘* would confine the choice of the Government tothe puisne 
judges, for the chiefs would not exchange their present 
places for the Lordships of Appeal.” We doubtif this ob. 
jection be well founded; but if it be, it shows a defect in 
the proposed court calling for a very different 
remedy. The Lordships of Appeal ought to be so 
attractive as to be coveted beyond every other judicial 
position (except, perhaps, that of Lord Chancellor); and 
if there be any subordinate judicial office—even that of 
Lord Chief Justice of England—which could be 
preferred before them, their relative positions ought to 
be altered—by increasing the advantages of the one, or 
lowering those of the other, or both—until the balance of 
attraction is effectually shifted. Nothing can be more 
absurd than to perpetuate a system which wovld 
tend to induce the best men to remain, from choice, 
in subordinate posts. Lastly, it is said that some 
of the most desirable men would not accept a 
judgeship, and therefore their services could not, 
if this proposition were adopted, be obtained for 
the Court of Appeal, and Lords Selborne and Cairns 
are vouched as instances of great judges, whose services 
would have been lost under such a rule. The cases are 
not in point; it may be sufficient to say that.no one pro- 
poses to impose any fresh limite upon the selection of 
Lord Chancellor, but, if they were, it would not be desir- 
able to determine a question of permanent policy like 
the present, by considerations peculiar to two individuals. 
And the validity of the objection, at its best, depends on 
the assumption—already disposed of—that none but 
puisne judges would accept theoffice. Weshould rather 
hope that, except in rare cases of exceptional merits, 
none but heads of divisions would be offered the appoint- 
ment. A Lordship of Appeal ought to be the prize only 
of the highest professional distinction, combined with 
proved judicial attainments of the firet order. 





a 
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RECOVERY FROM STAKEHOLDER OF 
WAGERING DEPOSIT. 


Tre case of Hampden v. Walsh (24 W. R. 607), the 
details of which furnished some entertainment to news- 
paper readers, was decided by the Queen’s Bench’ 
Division upon grounds which we are disposed to think 
open to criticism. 

The plaintiff had deposited £500 in the hands of the 
defendant (as the court held) by way of wager, to abide 
a certain event; after the happening of the event, but 
before the stakes had been paid to the winner, the plain- 
tiff, who had lost, gave notice to the stakeholder to pay 
back the £500, and subsequently brought an action 
for money had and received against the stakeholder, and: 
was held entitled to recover. The case turned upon the 
18th section of 8 & 9 Vict. c. 109, which enacts “that 
all contracts or agreements, whether by parol or in 
writing, by way of gaming or wagering, shall be null 
and void; and that no suit shall be brought or main- 
tained in any court of law or equity for recovering any 
sum of money or valuable thing alleged to be won upon 
any wager, or which shall have been deposited in the 
hands of any person to abide the event on which any 
wager shall have been made,” with a proviso that the’ 
enactment is not to apply to a contribution for a sum 
of money to be awarded to the winner of any lawful- 
sport. This enactment, it will be observed, has 
grammatically three branches; first, annulling the con- 
tract; secondly, prohibiting actions to recover alleged 
winnings; and thirdly, prohibiting actions to recover 
sums deposited to abide the event. The construction 
put upon the section by the recent decision would read 
the two latter branches as mere expositions of the legal 
consequences of the first; and es prohibiting actions 
brought upon the contract of wagering and no others. 
This view is clearly explained in the ‘first part of the 
judgment of Maule, J., in Varney v. Hickman (5 C. B. 
at p. 280). But it seems plain that the express language 
of a statute ought not to be cut down in this way without 
some reason, and the only ground on which the court 
professed to proceed here was that of authority, the 
authority of Varney v. Hickman (5 ©. B. 271), Martin v. 
Heweon (10 Ex. 737), and Grakam v. Thompson (16 
W. R. 206, I. R. 2 C. L. 64). Now, it ie to be observed 
that in Varney v. Hickman the wager was repudiated by 
the plaintiff before the event, and the true ground upon 
which, as we think, that case was rightly decided is thet 
stated by Maule, J., in the latter part of his judgment: 
“As soon as the defendant received notice from the 
plaintiff that he declined to abide by the wager, the 
money ceased to be money deposited in the hands of 
the fermer to abide the event, and became money of 
the plaintiff in his hands.” In Martin v. Hewson, again, 
the court appears to have proceeded simply upon re- 
pudiation before the event. Parke, B., says: “ If the 
defendant were correct, there would be no loces 
peniteniice open to the parties laying the wager. There 
remains the case of (#raham v. J'hompson, which is, no 
doubt, an authority, and, so far as we know, the only de- 
cision precisely in point and in the plaintiff's favour 
Besides this, however, there are expressions (apparently 
not noticed in the recent.caee) in M‘H/iwaine v. Mercer. 
(I. R. 9 C. L. 18) irrelevant to the decision, but show- 
ing that the court took the same view upon which it 
afterwards acted in Graham v. Thompsun. 

Neither in Graham v. Thompson nor in Hampden v. 
Walsh was the attention of the court called to the de- 
cision of the Lords Justices in Manning v. Purcell (3 
W. R. 278, 7 De G. M. & G. 55). An administratrix 
had returned sums deposited with the intestate in reapect 
of (a) bets upon events determined before his death, and 
(b) bets upon events undetermined at his death, and 
therefore vacated by the death; the question was 
whether payments of these two kinds were to be allowed 
to the administratrix in her accounts. It appears to 
have been fully argued upon the Act of Parliament and 
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the decision in Varney v. Hickman. Knight Bruce, L.J., 
says, “As to the payments in respect of bets decided in 
the testator’s life-time, there appears to us neither justi- 
fication, nor what in this court can be considered as an 
excuse, for making the payments.” Turner, L.J., says, 
“This sum was made up of two classes of payments; 
first, payments in respect of bets and deposits upon bets 
decided in the testator’s lifetime. . . . . I am of 
opinion, as to the payments of the first class, that, having 
regard to the provisions of the statute, they could not have 
been recovered from the testator in his lifetime, and that 
therefore the payments by the administratrix in respect 
of these can be regarded only as voluntary payments, 
and not valid as against the estate.” Beyer v. Adams 
(5 W. BR. 795), again, was a case upon the second branch 
of the section in question, but it was inconsistent with that 
eonstruction of the whole section which would seem to be 
involved in the recent decision. It wasa claim by the 
winner of a wager against the estate of a third party into 
whose hands the loser had, after the event, paid the 
money, With instructions to hand it over to the winner. 
The claim was uot therefore directly a claim upon the 
contract of wagering. The Vice-Chancellor, however, 
held it to be a claim within the clear terms of the Act, 
and disallowed it. If the Vice-Chancellor was right, it 
could hardly be maintained that the third branch of the 
enactment was to be confined, contrary to its express 
terms, to proceedings by winners; the only plausible 
reason for such a restriction disappears unless it is con- 
sidered that the effect and intent of the whole clause is 
to be found in the first part of it, which avoids the con- 
tracts in question. 

We venture to think that the Queen’s Bench Division 
would have been justified upon these authorities, together 
with the opinion of Martin, B., in Savage v. Madder (15 
W. R. 910), in giving its full meaning to the whole of 
section 18. It is not necessary to inquire into the re- 
mote effects, in point of policy, of one or other con- 
struction ; and Lord Campbell’s opinion may well be 
accepted (Fitch v. Jones, 5 E. & B., p. 245), that the Act 
in rendering these contracts void, does not put them on 
the same footing as matter of illegality or fraud, without. 
denying that particular provisions of the statute may 
produce in particular cases the same result as if there 
had been a transaction tainted at law by fraud. 

The cases upon the law as it stood before the statute 
em to us to have a bearing upon the present case alto- 
gether different from that observed by the Queen’s Bench 
Division. Hastelow v. Jackson (8 B. & C. 221), and 
Robinson v. Mearns (6 D. & R. 26), may be taken to 
have settled that in the case of illegal wagers money de- 
posited could be recovered at any time whilst it remained 
in the hands of the stakeholder. That doctrine pro- 
ceeded, as Bayley, J., says, in the opening of his judg- 
ment in the former case, upon the material difference 
which the cases had established between actions by one 
party to an illegal contract against the other, and those 
against the stakeholder. This difference, however, was a 
consequence of the construction which the courts put upon 
the statutes of Charles 2 and Anne,and which is explained 
in Applegarth v. Colley (10 M. & W., at p. 732, 733), by 
which money deposited upon wagers was held to be 
altogether without the purview of those statutes, while 
they were to be taken to avoid contracts for the pay- 
ment of money. The language of 8 &9 Vict. c. 109, 
seems to us well calculated to sweep away this distinction ; 
and to have been intended to put stakeholders in precisely 
the same position as the contracting parties for the pur- 
pose of resisting proceedings at law. If this is too bold a 
view, at all events the old cases are, we venture to think, 
no guide to the meaning of the new provisions, 





The Master of the’ Rolle sat in chambers on Wednesday 
and Thursday to dispose of an arrear of nearly 100 sum- 
monses. 





Rebhiews. 
SLANDER AND LIBEL. 


THe Law or Stanper AND LIBEL: FOUNDED UPON 
Srarxie. By H.C. Fotxarp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
Fourth Edition. Butterworths. 

The author of this work—for so we must now call 
him—tells us that the last edition, which also was his 
handiwork, has been two years out of print, and that the 
present edition “ contains nothing but the merest frag- 
ment of Mr. Starkie’s treatise.” It is not a “‘mere 
treatise, but a digest and treatise combined, adapted to 
the requirements of the practitioner of the present day.” 
The author, with this object, “‘ has considerably enlarged 
upon various portions of the previous editions,” especially 
as to privileged communications. The result is a work 
containiug about 900 pages, and some 1,500 or more cases. 
We will admit at once the diligence of the author, and, 
in fact, we have not missed a single case out of the many 
which we selected to test his diligence. The more im- 
portant questions remain—How has ail this matter been 
arranged ? and why have we so much of it? 

The work opens with a commentary—in which Mr. 
Starkie’s original has, very properly, been little touched 
—“on the Law of Slander and Libel.” Of. the merits 
of this it would superfluous to speak at length. Although 
rather long-winded, the commentary is clear and scien- 
tific, and well, if rather too copiously, illustrated by 
extracts from the laws of defamation, both ancient and 
modern, English and foreign. The body of the work is 
divided into forty-six chapters, and these chapters iato 
some ten or twelve sections a piece, the headings of which 
sections, we may remark, are very neatly executed. Then 
follow thirty-eight precedents (amongst them statements 
of claim and defence under the new procedure) and the 
text of ten statutes, such as Fox’s Act, Lord Campbell’s 
Act, &c., at length. 

Out of the forty-six chapters let us first select the Tth, 
which treats of “ Scandalum Magnatum” in seven pages, 
citing no case more modern than Lerd Townsend v. Dr. 
Hughes (2 Mod. 162). We have the text of 3 Ed. 1, 
c. 34, aud 2 Ric. 2, stat. 1, upon which the action is 
founded, and the whole of the “learned discussion” in 
Lord Townsend’s,.case. Surely references would have 
sufficed to the obsolete but not repealed statutes, and the 
subject should have found its place under the head of 
“ Criminal Information.” We will now take the 17th 
chapter, which deals with “ Statement of Defence.” Our 
author very properly begins with an abstract of the new 
rules, but we soon rgad that, although “ it is obvious that 
much of the old law on special pleading will now become 
obsolete,” it has been “considered advisable to retain 
considerable portions of the text relating to various mat- 
ters of pleading under the previous system of procedure.” 
This we think a mistake. To separate the substance of 
the old pleading cases from their technical portion would, 
no doubt, be difficult, but it is for this object, we pre- 
sume, that editors exist. A clear and brief statement of 
the result of the old cases, with selected references, would 
have been useful, but we fail to understand the reason 
why Mr. Folkard has dealt with this part of the subject 
at such length. 

Turning to chapter19, on “ Evidence of Publication,” we 
are glad to find that the inconvenience caused by the re- 
peal of certain statutes by 32 & 33 Vict. c. 24, is conspicu- 
ously treated,andthatit has not been considered necessary 
to burden the text with decisions on the repealed statutes. 
But, in chapter 34, on “ Publications tending to subvert 
Morality,” four lengthy sections of 20 & 21 Vict. c. 83, 
are given almost verdatim in the text, and are also printed 
at length in the appendix. This reproduction is really 
inexousable. In chapter 41, on “ Criminal Information,” 
we find, in the treatment of libels on justices of the 
peace, a page and more devoted to a “ recent case,” to 
which the reference is “ Zz parte Pigot, Q. B. H T..1868, 
MS."; and again, we have the effect of “ Ex pare Hoskins, 
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H. T. 1869, MS., and of Reg. v. Spurr, M. T. 1868, MS.” 
The accumulation of these MS. cases speaks as much for 
our author’s industry as the publication of them all speaks 
little for his discrimination, for the facts are special, and 
they seem to lay down no principle, or, at any rate, our 
author has not pointed it out. 

While doing Mr. Folkard every credit for the industry 
bestowed on the book, we must express our conviction 
that careful and discriminating condensation has been 
greatly lacking. A very friendly critic might probably 
say, with perfect truth, that Mr. Folkard’s treatment is 
“ exhaustive.” An unbiassed one cannot but pronounce, 
with equal truth, that it is “ prolix.” 








Nates. 


It 1s SATISFACTORY TO FIND that even in prospect of the 
impending Judicature Act for Ireland the Irish bench pre- 
serves its usual spirits, and has recently succeeded in 
finding food for humour in determining an appeal under a 
Metropolitan Police Act. The case of Dolan v. Kavanagh 
(I. R. 10 C, L. 166) was an appeal by a provision dealer 
against a conviction under the 5 & 6 Vict. c. 24, 8. 17, for 
exposing goods for sale outside his shop. The space on 
which the goods were placed had formerly been an area, 
which had been flagged over, the railings in front having 
been removed. His counsel, Mr. Monroe, urged that as 
this space was still private property it was not outside the 
shop, and the argument was thus dealt with by Mr. Baron 
Dowse :—‘‘ The only remaining question is, Were these 
goods exposed for sale on the outside of the shop? It is 
here that the poetical imagination of Mr. Monroe has run 
riot. He says this place is not on the outside of the shop. 
Where is it then? Is it in the inside? He says it is, and 
it is so because he builds an imaginary wall from the ex- 
treme edge of the covered space, which is all the appel- 
lant’s own ground, up to the sky, and when this wall is 
built he says it is the outside wall of the shop, and the 
goods are not then exposed on the outside of the shop. 
When this wall is built of stone or brick, or timber, or 
any other substance of a tangible kind there will be no 
exposure for sale in the street, and that which is outside 
will become inside ; but until that is done I decline to 
construct @ non-existent wall, and to construe an 
Act of Parliament as giving ‘to airy nothings a local habita- 
tion anda name.’ When Snont the Tioker represented a 
wall he brought with him some roughcast and stone; we 
are to be more fantastic than the Midsummer Night's Dream, 
and to build a wall without even the smallest thread of 
gossamer to assist us. If we build the wall, how long is it 
to endure? Till this case is over ; and then, in this at least 
resembling the wall of the poet, it will say, 

“* Thus have I, wall, my part dischargéd s0 ; 
And being done, thus wall away doth go.’ 

I will be no party to this castle building in the air. If the 
rscn convicted here wants an unsubstantial wall, let him 
ve unsubstantial hams and bacon exposed for sale. If he 

gives merely a Barmecide feast 10 his customers congregated 

on the footpath he need never fe»r the penalties contained 
in that very prosaic statute entitled an Act for Improvin 
the Dublin Police. I can see no difficulty in this case. ft 

I give loose reins to my imagination I do not know where 

I can stop. If inclined to be poetical, the last subject I 

shall choose for my muse will be anything connected with 

the streets of Dublin.” 


———oe 


Tw a Recent case of Re Prager, before the Chief Judge, 
a question arose as to the effect of a release given by 
the creditors to a liquidating debtor. The creditors, 
at a mecting held sfer that at which they had 
resolved on the liquidation (the trustee, with the 
consent of the committee of inspection, having mean- 
while entered into an agreement to sell the estate 


 « third party for a sum equal to 7s. 6d. in the 
pound upon the amount of the ucsecured debts provable in 
the liqnidation, the som to be psid by three instalments, on 
the 24:d of April, the 23rd of June, and the 24rd of August, 
promismry notes being given for the second and third in- 





stalments), resolved that the debtor should have his discharge 
as from the 30th of April, subject to a certificate by the 
trustee that the first instalment of the purchase-money had 
been paid, and the promissory notes for the other instal- 
ments had been delivered, to him, and that the close of the 
liquidation should take place and the trustee be released on 
and from the 23rd of October. The trustee afterwards 
failed to pay the dividend to one of the creditors who had 

roved a debt, on the ground that he had a claim toa 
oe T amount against the creditor for damages for the de- 
tention of some goods forming part of the estate, which the 
creditor had stopped in transitu. The notice of stoppa 
hd, however, been withdrawn. The creditor applied to the 
county court to order the trustee to Pay him the dividend, 
The judge held that, as the trustee had been released by 
the resolution of the creditors, the court had no jurisdiction 
in the matter. The Chief Judge, however, beld that the 
release could only operate in the event of the trustee prop- 
erly a his duties, and could not take away the 
jurisdiction of the court to compel him to perform them. 
The creditor was entitled to an order for payment of the 
dividend, but the trustee might, at his own risk, have an 
inquiry whether he was entitled to any set-off by way of 
damages in respect of the stoppage in transitu. 


On Fray, May 26, the Court of Appeal decided, in a 
case of Re Fothergill, a questivn of some importance with re- 
ard to the effect of a scheme of settlement, assented to by 
the creditors of a liquidating debtor under the provisions of 
section 28 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, upon the position 
of a surety for the debtor. In Re Fothergild the creditors of 
two partners in trade resolved up»n a liquida:ion by arrange- 
ment, and afterwards ascheme of settlement of the affairs of 
the debtors was assented to under section 28, ‘he unsecured 
debts were of very large amount; the value of the assets, 
ultra the securities for secured debts, was very trifling. 
The asseta, however, consisted mainly of collieries and 
ironworks, and it was considered possible that, if the 
business could be carried on, large profits might in the 
curse of a few years be rewlized, while, on the other 
hand, it was certain that, if the estate was realized 
at once, the unsecured creditors would receive practically 
no dividend at ail, ‘he scheme of srrangement adopted 
was in substance this:--A new company was to be 
formed to carry on the business, To this company the 
assets were to be handed over. The secured debts were to 
be paid off by instalments out of the profits of the concern. 
The unsecured creditors were to receive debentures of the 
company for the respective amounts of the debts proved by 
them. These debentures were to be puyable only out of the 
surplus profits of the comp ny, after payment of the instal- 
ments of the secured debts, and the interest. of some fresh 
working capital which was to be brought in bya third 
“an Among the creditors was a person named Corry, who 

ad accepted bills to a large amount drawn on him by the 
debtors for their accommodation. These bi.ls had been dis- 
counted by the debtors. Corry filed a liquidation 
petition about the same time as the debtors, and 
his creditors agreed to accept a composition of 4s. 
in the pound. Ho'ders of the bills to a large amount proved 
upon the bills under both petitions, and subsequently re- 
ceived the composition of 4s. from Corry. After this 
the scheme of settlement was adopted by Fothergill’s 
creditors. Corry then claimed, as being only a sarety for 
Fothergill, to stand in the place of the bill-holders to the 
extent of the 4s. in the pound which he had paid, and to 
receive from the company, in place of the bill- holders, 
debentures to the extent of 4s, in the pound on the 
amount of the bills. This claim was admitted by one of 
the registrars of the London Bankruptcy Court, but his 
decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal (James and 
Mellish, L.JJ., and Baggallay, J.A.). They were of 
opinion that the scheme was, in substance, equivalent to 
a division of the assets among the oreditors, who were by 
law entitled to realize them in whatever way they thought 
best for their own interests. The estate was clearly in- 
solvent, and if it had been realized in the ordinary way it 
would have been impossible for the surety to claim 
anything, inasmuch as his equity against the prin- 
cipal debtor could arise only in the event of the 
creditor having received 20s. in the pound, The 
soheme of arrangement could not give the surety avy 
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right which be did not previvasly possess, and the 
fact that the debentures were nominally of the fall 
amount of the debts could not render them a satisfaction 
of the debts. They were only a substitute for the dividends 
which would have been paid if the ordinary course of admino- 
stration had been pursued. For the purpose of ascertaining 
the rights of the surety the debentures could only be esti- 
mated at their then existing market value. The surety, if 
he chose to pay the billholders 20s. in the pound, was en- 
titled to have the debentures in their place, but that was his 
only right. In fact, as Lord Justice James said, if the 
registrar's decision was right, the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Ex parte Jacobs (23 W. R. 251, L. R. 10 Ch. 211), 
that the statutory discharge of the principal debtor, whether 
in bankruptcy, liquidation, or composition, does not affect 
the liabilities of the surety, must have been wrong. 


aca 


On Monpay, May 29, in a case of Re Hincks, an applica- 
tion was made to the Chief Judge to commit the trustee 
of a liquidating debtor for contempt of court in having 
failed to obey an order that he should pay a sum of £200 
into court. At the first meeting of the creditors Mosley 
was appointed trustee. He got in the estate, and realized 
over £300, but he retained the money in his hands, and 
afterwards died. Mardon, his partner, was appointed 
‘trustee in his place, and before his appointment he wrote 
to the committee of inspection a letter, in which he 
undertook to make good any deficiency of the assets re- 
-egived by Mosley. Au order was afterwards made that 
Mardon should furnish to the committee of inspection 
an account of all moneys received and expended by himself, 
or by Mosley, on behalf of the estate. The account 
farnished under this order showed that a balance of £200 
was due from Mosley at the time of his death, but that 
Mardon had never himself received anything on account of 
the estate. The order was then made that Mardon stould 
pay the £209 into court. He failed to do so, and the com- 
mittee of inspection applied to the coart to commit 
him for contempt. The Chief Judge was of opinion that 
there was no power to make the order. He held, upoa 
the authority of Middleton v. Chichester (19 W. R. 369, 
L. BR. 6 Ch. 152), that the case did not fall within any of 
the exceptions contained in section 4 of the Debtors Aot, 
1869, from the abolition of imprisonment for debt. The 
money had never been in Mardon’s possession or under his 
control ; it was a simple debt due from him. Whatever 
remedy there might be against him, the court could net 
imprison him, 





THE SAME DAY, in a case of Re Ackary, a question arose 
‘as to the power to issue, under r. 166, a subpa@na for the 
attendance of a witness. A matter in dispute between the 
trustee under a liquidation and a third person was by an 
erder of the court, made by the consent of both the parties, 
referred to arbitration. A witness, whose evidence was 
required, refused to attend before the arbitrator. The 
judge was asked to issue a subpoena, but he held that he 


‘ had no jurisdiction in such acase. The chief jadge was 


of opinion that the County Court had power to issue the 


‘subposna, and remitted the case to the County Court 


judge with a declaration of his opinion. 





On Wepnespay, May 31, inacase of Kevan v. Craw- 
ford (a suit in the Lancaster Chancery Court) an applica- 
tion was made to the Court of Appeal to order some affi- 
davits to be taken off the file, on the ground that they had 
been sworn before a person not duly authorized to ad- 
minister an oath. The atlidavits had been made in 
Belgium, by Belgian subjects, and had been sworn before 
a juge de paix, an official who, as appeared by the 
evidence of persons acquainted with Belgian law, though 
he was authorized to administer oaths in such civil cases 
as came within his jurisdiction, and in some other 
matters, yet had no general power of administering oaths. 
If, therefore, the witnesses had sworn falsely there would 
‘be no means of punishing them in — for their per- 
jury, and, of course, as they were not British subjects, an 
English court could not punish them for an offence com- 
mitted ont of ita: jurisdiction, For this reason it was 
arged that the affidavits ought not to be received at all. 





It was contended also that, inasmuch as the Acts 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 86 (secs. 22, 23), and 18 & 19 
Vict. c. 42, enable British diplomatic and consular 
agents abroad to administer oaths, and provide that affi- 
davits taken before them shall be received and made use 

of in proceedings in the English courts, and that persons 
swearing falsely in such affidavits shall be punishable for 

perjary in England, it was intended that affidavits sworn 
abroad should be sworn in the way pointed out in the 
Acts, and in no other way. The court (James, L.J., 
Baggallay, J.A., and Lush, J.), however, affirming the de- 
cision of the Vice-Chancellor, refased the application. 

They held that the Acts in question were intended only to 
afford additional facilities for swearing affidavits abroad, 
but not to abrogate the old practice under which the 
court was in the habit of receiving affidavits sworn 
abroad before some person who, by the law of his own 
country, was entitled to administer oaths, the object being 
to secure that the affidavits shoald be sworn before some 

one to whom the court could trast to administer an oath 

properly. The witnesses being foreigners could not have 
been indicted in England for perjury even if the affidavits 
had been sworn in the way provided by the Acts, for no 
English Act could impose penalties upon a foreigner for an 
offence committed in his own country. Therefore, nothing 
would be gained by having the affidavits sworn before a 
British vice-consal. 





In a casE OF Re Jones, heard before the Court of, 
Appeal on the 2nd inst., the question was raised whether 
a lodging-house keeper who also supplies board to her 
lodgers is a trader within the meaning of schedule 1 to 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. In Smith v. Scott, 9 Bing. 
14 (decided by the Court of Common Pleas as long 
ago as 1832), it was held that “the keeper of a 
private lodging-honse who also seeks a profit by fur- 
nishing her guests with provisions” was subject to the 
bankrupt laws, as coming within the description of an 
‘* hotel-keeper”’ contained in the bankruptcy Act then in 
force. The description of traders contained in the Ist 
schedule to the Act ef 1869 includes ‘‘ keepers of hotels,”’ 
and the Coart of Appeal (James and Mellisb, L.JJ., and 
Baggallay, J.A.) held that they were bound by the deci- 
sion in Smith v. Scott, on the principle so often enun- 
ciated of late, that when the Legislature, in passing a 
new Act, adopts a form of words contained in a former 
statute, it must be taken to have adopted, at the same 
time, the construction which that form of words has re- 
ceived from the courts. An endeavour was made to dis- 
tinguish the case of Re Jones from that of Smith v. Scott, 
on the ground that the bankrupt Jones received, as 
lodgers only a special class of persons, viz., invalids, not 
only supplying them with board, bat also saperintending 
their nursing, she herself being a trained naree. The 
court, however, held that this distinction could not be 
supported, and that the bankrupt was a trader. 





THE SAME DAY, in a ease of Re Ormston, the Court of A 
peal in effect atlirmed the decision of the Chief Judge in 
Lindsay (23 W. R. 44, L. R. 19 Eq. 52), that, before making 
an adjudication of bankraptcy, the court is bound to require 
strict proof of the statutery requisites, aud is not entitled 
to adjudicate simply upon the alflidavit of the petitioning 
ereditoe which is filed with his petition and is an echo of it. 
That affidavit, as the Chief Judge said, is intended only to 
justify the receiving and sealing of the petition, and has 
nothing to do with the provision of section $ that the court 
at the hearing is to requite proof of the debt, the tradiag, 
and the act of bankruptcy. In Re Ormsten the debtor 
had given notice of his intention to dispute the 
statements of the petition. He attended the court at the 
time appointed for the hearing, but his solicitor, who had 
his papers, was not there. The registrar adjourned the 
hearing till a later period of the day, and the adjourament 
was continued till just betore the close of the day's sittings. 
The solicitor still did not appear, and thea the registrar said 
that if the petitioning creditor insisted upon it, he was en- 
titled to the adjudication upon bis own affidavit filed with 
the petition, ‘The adjudication was accordingly made. The 
Court of Ap (James and Mellish, L.JJ., and Ye 
J.A.), affirming the decision of the Chief Judge, that 
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the adjudication could m»t be sustaised, for that the regis- 
trar was bound to hear the respondent's evidence in opposi- 
tion. 





In a casE or Re Wilscm, heard on the same day, an 
apparently novel question arose with regard to the relation 
back of the title of the trustees under a liquidation 
petition. In Ex parte Duignan (19 W. R. 1127, L. BR. 6 
Ch. 605), it was held that the filing of a liquidation 
petition is an act of bankruptcy, and that the title of the 
trustee subsequently appointed relates back to the filing 
of the petition. In Ex parte Fyles (21 W. R. 574, L. R. 
16 Eq. 99), it was held by the Chief Judge that the title 
of a trustee under a liquidation may relate back (like that 
of a trustee in bankruptcy) to an act. of bankruptcy com- 
mitted by the debtor before the filing of the petition, and 
this decision was recognized as valid in Ez parte Schulte 
(22 W. R. 462, L. K. 9 Ch. 409). Now, section 6 of the 
Act of 1869 enacts that an adjadication of bankruptcy 
shal] not be made unless the act of bankruptcy on which 
it is grounded has occurred within six months before the 
presentation of the petition, and section 11 provides that 
a bankruptcy shall be deemed to relate back to, and to com- 
mence at the time of the first of the acts of bankruptey 
that may be proved to have been committed by the bank- 
rupt within the tweive months next preceding the order of 
adjudication ; and by section 15 the property of the bank- 
rupt divisible among his creditors is to comprise all prop- 
erty vested in him at the commencement of the bankruptcy. 
The effect, therefore, of these three sections is to carry 
back the title of a trustee in bankraptcy to the earliest act 
of bankruptcy committed by the bankrupt within twelve 
months before the adjudication. And with regard to 
liquidation by arrangement, section 125 provides, by sub- 
section 5, that all such property of the debtor as wonld, if 
he were made bankrupt, be divisible among his creditors 
shall, from and after the date of the appointment of a 
trustee, vest in the trustee and be divisible 
among the creditors, and, by sub-section 7, the 
appointment of a trustee under a liquidation is, 
according to circumstances, to be deemed to be equi- 
valent to, and a substitute for, the presentation of a peti- 
tion in bankruptey, or the service of such petition, or an 
order of adjudication in bankruptcy. In Re Wilson the 
circumstances were these :—Wilson and Armstrong, two 
partners in a firm consisting of four persons, and trading 
both in England and Scotland, filed a liquidation petition 
in the London court on the 12th of July. The creditors 
met on the 10th of August, and adjourned the meeting to 
the 10th of February following. Meanwhile, on the 12th 
of July, the firm had been adjudicated bankrupt in Scot- 
land, as had also each of the partners separately, except 
Armstrong. He was adjudicated bankrupt in Scotland on 
the 17th of August. On the 10th of February the sepa- 
rate creditors of Armstrong met under the English peti- 
tion, and resolved to liquidate his affairs by arrangement, 
aod sppointed a trustee. Registration of these resolutions 
was refused, on the ground that all the estate, joint and 
separate, had already vested in the Scotch trustee. The 
separate creditors of Armstrong desired to maintain the 
English liquidation, inasmuch as under it they would 
obtain a larger dividend than under the Scotch adminis- 
tration, the Scotch law recognizing no distinction between 
joint and separate estates. The question was therefore 
brought before the Court of Appeal (James and Mellish, 
L.JJ, and Baggallay, J.A.), and it was urged that the 
title of the English trustee would relate back to the date 
of the filing of the petition or to an earlier act of bank- 
ruptcy, and thus overreach the title of the Scotch trustee. 
The court, however, held that, just as there could not be 
an adjudication of bankruptcy unless there had been an 
act of bankruptcy committed within six months before the 
filing of the petition, so there could not be an effectual 
sppointment of a trustee under a liquidation petition more 
than six months after the filing of the petition, This view 
of the construction of the Act avoided the necessity of 
deciding the nice question which might otherwise have 
arisen, viz., whether it weuld have been possible to dis- 
tarb the title of the Scotch trastee, whose appointment 
wes the prior one, merely by the operation of relation 
back to a prior sct of bankruptcy. 





By MOST PERSONS, — the Albany Law Journal, it 
would not be considered negligent to take a front seat 
in a theatre even when a trapeze performance was ex- 
pected. But this question was recently decided in the 
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania in Fox v. Dougherty. The 
plaintiff purchased a ticket of admission to defendant's 
theatre; took a front seat, and there witnessed a trapeze 
performance by star acrobats. One of the performers 
missed his hold on the ropes and fell upon plaintiff, who . 
brought an action against defendant for damages. It was 
held that plaintiff was not guilty of contributory negli- 
gence in taking a front seat. It was held, also, by an 
equally divided court, affirming the judgment of the court 
below, that the relation of master and servant 2 
between defendant and the performer, and that, if the 
accident occurred through the unskilfulness of the per- 
former, or the insufficient arrangement of the ropes, 
although the ropes were under the entire discretion of the 
performers, the defendant was liable. 








REPORT OF THE BANKRUPTCY COMMITTEE. 
(Continued from p. 608.) 


Havine explained the procedure which we think am 3 be 
beneficially substituted for the present petition by ac r 
for adjudication of his debtor a bankrupt, and for the pre- 
sent proceedings for liquidation by arrangement or aps 
sition, we make the following recommendations as to other 
matters :— F 

Expenses of administration.—The complaints of the ex- 
pense of the present system of administering estates by 
trustees appointed by the creditors, we find to be, with 
some few exceptions, well founded. The opportunity of 
incurring large expenses has led to the reprehensible means, 
we have before referred to, of obtaining proxies, enabling 
their holders to control the appointment ot trustee and the 
management of the estate. Werecommend that the remu- 
neration, as well as the appointment of the trustee and the 
appointment of the solicitor, should rest with the committee 
of inspection, subject to the order of the court. That in 
cases where the assets are less than £3,000, the remuneration 
should not exceed the scale in the schedule, except by order 
of the court upon special report of the committee, setting 
forth the exceptional services rendered. In cases where the 
assets excved £3,000, the remuneration should be left 
generally to the committee, subject to the approval of the 
court, as in many of such cases the scale would give too 
great a remuneration, 

We further recommend that in all cases the trustees’ ac- 
counts should be officially audited, but we think the three- 
monthly rendering of accounts to the comptroller might after 
the first audit be extended to six months. Whatever out- 
standiog estate may remain at the end of two years, we think 
should be brought under the direct control of the court by 
the appointment of a prescribed officer as receiver, and the 
court should have power, on sufficient reason shown, to 
make such appointment before the expiration of two yeats, 
or to postpone the appointment. ; 

Theappointment of such an officer will create many ad- 
vantages; it will hasten the collection of outstanding a:sets, 
it will secure all unclaimed dividends and all undivided 
balances and remnants of estates coming into the hands of 
an official directly responsible to the Treasury. 

It is found in practice that the requirements of a meeting 
of the committee of inspection once every three months, to 
determine as to dividend, defeats its own object, as there are 
few, if even there are any, estates where dividends can be 
declared with such rapidity. The result is that the com- 
mittee neglect to attend such meetings. The proviso for 
their auditing the accounts is comp:ratively unnecessary as 
such audit is also made by the comptroller. We therefore 
recommend the omission of the latter part of the first - 
graph of section 20, as also the concluding paragraph of 
section 41, which is found to be virtually a letter. 

The provision of section 30 requires ys a = 
viding that if payment is not made into the Bank ag- 
land the trustee should pay all moneys into such bank as 
committee should determine, or into court, in manner de- 
scribed. Where the estimated assets shall exteed £200, the 
trustee shall be required to a separate banking account 
for each ostate. At present, where one person is trustee to 
several estates, it is the practice for him to keep one bank- 
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account, and it is impossible for the comptroller, in 
auditing an estate, to detect whether the banking balance, 
which is more than to represent the moneys of that 
estate, does . fall short of the 
moneys of all estates which the trustee should have at the 


We are also of a that the scales of costs should be 
revised and simplified ; and that rules for the guidance of 
the taxing masters should be made, to secure, amongst other 
matters, that no ci shall be allowed to solicitors out of 
the estate, for work which should be performed by the trustee, 
where he receives remuneration. 

Further, baving regard to the desirability of insuring (as 
far as possible) uniformity in practice in the numerous courts 
now exercising jurisdiction in bankruptcy, with regard to the 
allowance of the costs of solicitors an pr payments out of 
the estates of debtors, we think it essentiul that some pro- 
vision should be made for all such allowances being super- 
vised by some central authority. We therefore propose that 
all bills of costs or claims for remuneration or expenses, or 
otherwise, in respect of which the alloeatur of the taxing 
efficer of any local court is required, should after taxation by 
him, and together with his aélocatur, be remitted to such 
person or persons as the Lord Chancellor should, from time 
to time, appoint ; and that no allocatur of any such taxing 
officer should be of any validity unless the same be counter- 
signed by such person or one oi such persons. 

Peétitioning creditor's debt.—By the 6th section of the 
Act the debt of a creditor is required to be ‘‘due”’ before he 
ean petition for adjudication of bavkruptcy against his 
debtor. By previous statutes a creditor could petition 
whether his debt had arrived at maturity or not. In the 
ease of a petition for adjudication of a trader debtor this 
provision should be re-enacted. 

Diemiseal of debtor's summons.—The following words in 
the second part of the section 7, “ on the ground that he is 
not indebted to the creditor serving such summons, or that 
he is not indebted to such amount as will justify such 
ereditor in presenting a bankruptcy tion against him,” 
have been found to create confusion in practice, and to re- 
strict the court in the exercise of its discretion. The 
practice can be fully prescribed by rules and orders. The 
proviso to the section has also been fonnd unnecessary. 

Aets of bankruptcy.—The limitation in sub-section 5 of 
section 6 to a sum exceeding £50 as the amount for which 
the seizure and sale of a trader's is an act of bank- 
my aw L should be abolished. Thesmaller ths sum for which 
a trader allows an execution to be levied the stronger the 
evidence of insolvency. It also often happens that the 
debtor's estate is exhausted by a serigs of executions for 
sums below £50. , 

failure to pay or compound for the sum claimed by a 
debtor's summons is by section 6, sub-section 6, an act of 
bankruptcy upon whieh only the creditor to whom the sum 
ic due can petition for adjudication. This is the first instance 
of an act of bankruptcy having been made available to any 
particnlar creditor, to the exclusion of all others, and we 
think the law should be altered 80 as to allow any creditor 
to found a petition for an order of administration upon 
the aot of bankru committed by @ debtor in failing to 
ie compound for the sum claimed by a debtor's summons. 

ited acts of bankruptcy lead to great inconvenience, 
particularly when questions of title turn upon the time 
when the bankruptcy is held to commence, as the question 
of the ae ~ wren ed of — back to the com- 
meneement of the ru is thereby rendered difficult 
of determination. — ‘ 

The provision of the Act of 1849 (section 71) whereby, 
— 0 one — To epee security made or given 

oni is made an act of bankruptcy, 
should be seanasted. _ 
_ Provable debts.—Section $1 provides thet no person hav- 
ing notice of an act of bankruptcy available for adjudication 
against the benkrapt shall prove for any debt or liability 
contracted by the bankrupt subsequently to the date of his 

80 having notice, Jt seems only just that the court should 
have power to let sucha creditor in, where it is of opinion 
that the «state has beem benefited or increased by the pay- 
meat of the —— or execution of the contract upon whisk 
such debt or liability has arisen. 

Death of debtor —The death of the debtor after an order 
for administration of the estate has been made should not in 
any way interfere with the continuance of the proceedings. 

tion back.—The period to which the commencement 





of the bankruptey should date back in section 11, should be 
the same as that mentioned im section 6, Underthe former 
statutes, acts of bankruptey were in general available for 
adjudication for twelve months. By section 6 this period was 
reduced to eix months, but the period of twelve months was 
retained in section 11, Whether the word “prior ”’ in lines 9 
and 10 of this section is meant to relate to an act of bank- 
ruptcy committed during the twelve months preceding the ad- 
judication or prior thereto is not clear. 1f to the latter period 


the *‘ relation back ” would appear to-be without limit so 


long as debts remain due sufficient in amount to suppert the 


adjudication. 

Disclaimer as to onerous property.—Section 23 requires 
amendment so as to prevent a disclaimer by the trustee from 
oe on the one hand, as a release of the persons who, 
in default of the bant.rupt, are liable to the performance of 
the covenants or othrr obligations affecting the property, 
and, on the other hand, from unduly prejadicing interests 


and rights derived from the bankrupt, either by way of — 


mortgage, sub-lease, or otherwise. 


Close of bankruptcy.—By sub-section 3 of section 15 all 
property that may be acquired by or devolve on a bankrupt 


during the continuance of the bankruptcy (ic. until it is - 
closed as provided by section 47) shal! be divisible among 


his creditors. 

It is manifest that a bankruptcy can only be closed by 
exhaustion. 

Since 1869 not twenty per cent. of the bankruptcies have 


been closed, and a stili smaller proportion of liquidations . 


have been closed. 

In framing the rules of Ist January, 1871, attention was 
called to a difficulty which would arise by the omission of 
the words “or until he shall bave obtained his discharge” 
from the concluding words of the sub-section. A reference 
to sections 48 and 49 will show that the debtor can obtain 


his discharge prior to the close of the bankruptcy, and that - 


such discharge does, virtually, release him from all his debts. 
The effect of the omission of the words we have referred to 
from section 15 was, until the recent decision of the Lords 


Justices in Ebbs v. Boulnois, considered to be, that, not- 


withstanding the debtor might be so discharged from his 
indebtedness, all property which he might acquire prior to 
the close of the bankruptcy would vest in the trustee for the 
benefit of his creditors. 

Our recommendation of the appointment of an official re- 
ceiver after the expiration of two years will prevent the ne- 
ceasity of any provision as to closing the bankruptey, and 
we therefore propose the repeal of section 47, and auch other 
portions of the Act as relate or refer to the close of a bank- 
ruptey, 

Appeals and delegation to London registrars.—Appeals 
from local courts of bankruptcy lie to the Chief Judge in 
Bankruptcy and from him to the Lords Justices, so that 
there is a second appeal from the judge of a county court 
acting in bankruptcy, while from the registrar of the London 
Court of Bankruptcy, acting by delegation as Chief Judge, 
there is but the appeal to the Lords Justices. We think that 
this double ap from the loc«] courts is unnecessary, and 
leads frequently to very heavy costs. With the exception of 
hearing these appeals, and of applications for commitments 
for contempt, the whole of the duties of the Chief Judge in 
Bankruptcy have beon exercised under delegation by the 
registrars ofthe London Bankraptcy Court. We recommend 


therefore that all appeals from these courts should lie direct _ 


to the Court of Appeal to be constituted under the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Bill now passing through Parliament ; 
and that no should be conferred by statute upon the re- 
gistrars 0! n 

only the duties hitherto discharged by them by delegation 


the London Court of Bankruptcy to exercise, not * 


from him, but also to hear applications to commit for con- — 


tempt. 


Should our recommendation be adopted, that the appeals — 


from the local courts should lie to the Court of Appeal, the 


following statistics show that the werk which would be cast * 


upon the Court of Appeal would not be heavy. 


The number of appeals to the Chief Judge in 
1874 were ° ° ° ° ‘ ° re 
Of these there were withdrawn by consent, 
arranged,&c. .  .. aie sa 
Leaving to be heard by the Chief Judge . 
If from this number be deducted the number 
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of cass in which the decision of the 
Chief Judge was appealed from =. 
Of which there were withdrawn . roe ‘ 


Number of appealle . . . . . 64 


Disiricts,—It should be provided, in orver to prevent a, 


debtor resorting to a cemt distart from his credit: rs, that 
he ehculd be restricted to filing his petition to a district 
within which he resided or carried on business for the 
greatest period during ihe six montls preceding the filing 
of the petition. 

A simi'ar provision was inserted in the Act of 1861 to step 
the abuses which arose under the Insolvency Act, from debt- 
ors being able to file their petitions in any court they might 
ehoose to go to, however inconvenient to their creditors. 

Sales under executions. —Execution upon legal process for 
£50, and upwards, levied by seizure and sale of a trader's 
effects, is made an act of bankruptcy, capable for six months 
of cupporting an adjudication on the petition of any creditor, 
and therefore, prima facie, the exec ution creditor, having no- 
tice of such act of bankruptcy, would be deprived ofthe pio- 
eeeds of his execution if bankruptcy eccurred within twelve 
montbs (see sections 1] and 95). By section 87, however, 
the sheriff is only to retain the proceeds of sale tor fourte en 
days, and if no petition has been presented, is then to pay over 
the same to the execution creditor. It was doubted whether 
the intention of section 87 (which to some extent was a re- 
enactment of the section of the Act of 1861) was not solely 
for the protection of the sheriff, leaving the execution credi- 
tor in the same position as he would have been in had not 
the Act contained the 87th section. The Court of Appeal 
has, however, held that this section protects both the sheriff 
and the execution creditor, and that the latter is entitled to 
the proceeds of sale if the bankruptcy pe'ition be not filed 
within the fourteen days. The Act, hewever, contains no pro- 
vision similar to section 74 of the Act of 1861, requiring-sales 
under executions to be by public auction; and as the sheri ff 
may, and does sometimes realize by private bill of sale, which 
need not be registered for tweuty-one days (or at all, if the 
effects be removed from the apparent possession of the debtor), 
the reeultis tbat the execution creditor receives the proceeds of 
hie execution before any of the debtor’s other creditorsacquire 
knewledge of the execution having been levied. e think 
provisions shonld be made requiring all sales under execu- 
tions to be made publicly, and that the statute should ex- 
pressly declare at what period the sheriff should pay over 
the proceeds, and, if a distinction is to be drawn between this 
and any other act of bankruptcy, at what further period the 
execution creditor should be entitled to retain the same as 
against the trustee under a subsequout bankruptcy of the 
debtor. 

We have the honour to be, 

Your Lordship’s obedient Servants, 
Rupert Keri_e. 
James R. BrovenaM. 
MansFIFLD Parkyns.* 
Henry Nico. 


To the Lord High Chancellor. W. Hackwoop. 


ScuErs.e. 
Scarz for Trustee's RamcneRation when Assets do not 
exceed £3,000. 

For each and every debt collected, 5 per cent. on the 
first amount of £100 or any less sum ; 2} per cent. on the 
next amount of £400 or any less sum ; 1 per cent. on the 
next amount of £1,500 or any less sum; and } per cent. on 
all farther sums. 

For property realized, 2} per cent. on the first amount of 
£500 or any lesssum; 1 per cent. on the next amonnt of 
£500, or any less sum; and 4 per cent. on all further sums. 

On dividend, 2 per cent, on the first amount of £1,000 or 
any less sum actually divided ; aud 1 per cent. on all further 
sums. 

* I sign the report fully agreeing with its recommendations, 
and believing that it suggests as much amendment in ‘‘ Expenses 
of Administration” as could be anticipated from any changes 





“iu the details of the present system ”’ ; but, as I hold a etron 
opinion that the chief part of the ex:ense complained of fs 
ey uent on certain practical defects in the 
system itself, I think it my do 

a supplemental report which 
whieh my opinion is founded. 


to submit to your lordship, in 
am preparing, the reasons on 











The per-centage on 


mortgaged property 
on ly on the residue payable to the bankrupt’s estute. 
e committee of inspection may also allow, if they think 


fit, for the examination of the bankrupt’s accounts, £5 where: 


the estate renlized does not exceed £100, with an addition of 
£1 per cent. for every sum real'z-d beyond £100. 

W ben the -on mitt e of inspection shall order the trustee 
to ell deltcer’s stuck by tender they muy further allow him 


| as fellows:— 


Not above £400 - . £4 percent. 
After to £1.000 - « «+ £3108. per cent. 
After to £2,000 P . £2 10s. per cent. 
After to £5,000 . . £2 per cent, 
Above £5,000 and upwards £1 15s, per cent, 


Expenses to be allowed, such as advertisements and prints 
ing, not exceeding £2, or at discretion of the committes. 








THE APPELLATE JURISDICTION BILL. 


Mr. F. Carvest, Q.C., has addressed a letter to the Zimes 
on the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill, in which he says :—By. 
clause 6 her Majesty is empowered to appoint certain 
judges who shall have official peerages to sit to hear 
appeals in the House of Lords during the legal year, and: 
be called “‘ Lords of Appeal in Ordinary.” They must 
have a certain qualification ; either they must have held 
for two years one of the high judicial offices mentioned in 
the schedule to the Bill, or else they must have practised 
as barristers for fifteen years. I wish to call attention to 
the latter qualification. 

Mr. Disraeli tells us that a man fit for a seat in the 
Supreme Court of Appeal should have “transcendent 
qualities as to learning, experience, sagacity, and 
character.” Such may be termed transcendent judicial 
qualities. 

Of course, practice at the bar for fifteen years is no proef 
at all that a man has any transcendent qualities, Ifa man 
is a great advocate, it by no means follows that he will be- 
come a great judge. How far he will succeed as a judge no- 
one can tell until he has performed judicial functions. Man: 
men have justly earned a great reputation at the bar whi 
they have failed to maintain on the bench. 

If a barrister is a - parliamentary debater, the evil ie 
still more serious. e have seen Governments existing by 
majorities of twos and threes. If, in such a state of parties, 
a great debater besieges the Minister of the Crown with 
solicitations for a supreme judgeship, the Minister may 
not impossibly give his consent, rather than by refusal proe 
voke a formidable opponent. On the other hand, if the 
Minister can bestow only an inferior judgeship, and a pro- 
bation of two years is unavoidable, there will be time for 
ascertaining whether the great debater has transeendent 
judicial qualities ; he will, in the meantime, have parted 
with his seat in Parliament, he will have lost his power of 
pressure, and, if he ultimately obtains a seat in the Su- 
preme Court, he will obtain it simply by his fitness for the 
office. 

I venture to recommed the omission of this qualification. 

Again, according to clause 6, no distinction is drawn 
between those lawyers who have, and those who have not, 
already been made peers. But suppose there are peers 
well qualified who, for a due amount of remuneration, 
are willing to accept the office of Lord Ordinary, surely 
they should, ceteris paribus, be preferred? If there are- 
persons in every way fitted, within the House, should the 
Minister be allowed to introduce others from without ? 
According to old constitutional principles, only such addi- 
tions were made to the peers as were absolutely required: 
for the creation of a good supreme court. Upon the same: 
principle, I suggest a specific provision in the Bill that if 
there are peers fit for the office, and willing to accept it, 
~~ should have the first claim to be appointed. 

hen the Bill was originally brought iv, it contained: 
clauses and expressions which were adapted to a Bill 
creating a new court, but which are out of place in a 
Bill by which an old court is to be strengthened. 
of them have been struck out. There remain the follow< 
ing clauses which ought, I believe, to be omitted for the 
same reason :—Clause 3 (2) (3) and clause 10. 
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Obituary. 


MR. FRANCIS WYNNE. 


Mr. Francis Wynne, solicitor, town clerk of the borough 
of Denbigh, died at his residence, The Goppa, near Denbigh, 
on the 17th ult., in bis fortieth year, after only a few ee 
illness. The deceased was the seventh son of the late Mr. 
Richard Lifton Wynne, of Ystrad, Denbighshire, and was 
born in 1836. He was educated at the Denbigh Grammar 
School, and (having served his articles with the late Mr. 
Pryce Morris, of Denbigh) was admitted a solicitor in 1858. 
He practised for some time at St. Asaph as well as at Den- 
bigh, and ten years ago he went into partnership with Mr. 
Richard Williame, whom he soon afterwards succeeded in 
the office of town clerk of Denbigh. He was also clerk to the 
guardians of the S'. Asaph Union, and superintendent-regis- 
trar. Mr. Wynne was one of the committee of the Denbigh- 
shire Infirmary. He was buried on Saturday May 20, 
and though it was the wish of the family that the proceed- 
ings should be private, the funeral was attended by a large 
number of the professional and other friends of the deceased, 
and by the mayor and corporation of Denbigh. 


SIR JAMES WEIR HOGG, BART. 


The Right Hon. Sir James Weir Hogg, Baronet, died at 
his residence, Grosvenor-place, on the 27th ult., at the 
of eighty-six. The deceased baronet was the son of Mr. 
William Hogg, of Dunmore, Antrim, and was born in 
1790. He was educated at the Belfast Academy, and at 
Trinity College, Dublin, where his career was very brilliant 
and successful. He obtained the gold medal for oratory, 
Mr. Richard Lalor Sheil being one of his unsuccessful 
rivals. He was called to the bar at an early age, and soon 
afterwards sailed for India. He practised for about eight 
years at Calcutia, with great success, amassing a considerable 
fortune during that period. He was appointed in 1822 to 
the (then) lucrative cflice of registrar of the Supreme Court 
of Bengal, and held that post till 1833, when he returned to 
England. He was soon afterwards elected a director of the 
East India Company, and was chairman for two successive 
terms of office. In 1860 he was appointed a member of the 
Secretary of State’s Council for India, acd served in that 
eapacity till 1872 when (on his retirement) he was made a 
Privy Councillor, He was M.P. for Beverley from 1834 till 
1847, when he was returned for Honiton. His politics were 
Conservative, but he supported the free trade policy of Sir 
Robert Peel, who in 1846 offered him tha office of Judge-Ad- 
vocate-General. He declined the honour, and on a subse- 
quent occasion he also refused the governorship of Bombay, 
but in 1846 he was created a baronet. In 1857 he lost his 
seat by a very small majority, and was never again in the 
House of Commons. Sir Hogg was married to the 
daughter of Mr. Samuel Swinton, ot Swinton, Berwickshire, 
and leaves a large family. He is succeeded in the baronetcy 
by his eldest son Sir J. M. Uogg, K.C.B., M.P. for Truro, 
and chairman of the Metropolitan Board of Works. 





MR. RICHARD HUDDLESTONE HODGSON. 


Mr. Richard Huddlestone Hodgson, solicitor, of Keighley, 
died at Armathwaite, Cumberland, on the 7th ult., at the 
age of fifty. Mr. Hodgson was admitted a solicitor in 
1848. He was in partnership with the late Mr. 
Richard Metcalfe, and on the removal of that gentleman 
to London (where he transacted the agency business of the 
firm) Mr. Hodgeon succeeded to the office of clerk to the 
magistrates at Keighley. He was also for several years 
solicitor to the trustees of Boocock’s Charity Estates. 
He was 8 commissioner for affidavits and a perpetual com- 
missioner for the West Riding of Yorkshire. He hada good 
practice in the county courts at Keighley and elsewhere, 
and an extensive general business. His death .(whioh 
occurred by the upsetting of a dog-cart) has caused much 


regret at Keighley. 


MR. WILLIAM HAMMOND. 
Mr. William Hammond, solicitor (of the firm of Paine, 
Hammond, & Richards), died at his residence, Bellevue 
Lodge, Finchley, on the 28th ult., in his forty-third year. 








Mr. Hammond was the eon of the late Mr. Henry Hammonde- 
solicitor, and was born in 1834. He was sdmitted a soli- 
citor in 1859 and was formerly in partnership with his 
father. At a later period he was joined by Mr. William 
bt oe Paine, and still more recently by Mr. Harry Weller 
Richards, and at the time of his death he carried on business- 
at 16, Furnival’s-inn, at Highgate, and at Finchley. On 
his father’s death he became vestry clerk of Finchley, and 
held that post till about four years a He was a per- 

tual commissioner for London and Westminster, and . 

nm clerk to the Hornsey Local Board of Health ever since 
its formation. He took a great iuterest in all public matters- 
in his neighbourhood, and performed his official duties with 
great industry and tact. At the meeting of the Hornsey 
Local Board on Monday, the 29th vlt., the chairman (Lieu- 
tenant-colonel Stedal!) referred to Mr. Hammond’s death, 
saying, “ The board have lost a man who has been most 
valuable to them as a clerk, a man of the strictest integrity, 
and a thorough gentleman.” He then moved a resolution 
(which was passed unanimously) expressive of the regret 
felt by the members of the board, and of their sympathy: 
with the widow and family of Mr. Hammond. 





Appointurents, Ete. 


Mr. Gzorce CiarkE, solicitor, of Worcester, has been 
appointed by the Lord Lieutenant of Worcestershire (Earl 
Beanchamp) to the office of Clerk to the Lieutenancy for 
that County, in the place of Mr. John Harward, of Stour- 
bridge, who hag resigned. Mr. Clarke was admitted a soli- 
citor in 1852, and is secretary to the Worcester Chamber 
of Commerce. 


Mr. THomas Coomps, solicitor, of Dorchester, bas been 
elected Clerk to the Highway Board for the Dorchester 
District, in the place of his late father. 


Mr. Jesse Toomas Daviss, of 71 (late 38), Moorgate- 
street, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Roserr Hoar, solicitor, bas been appointed Con 
servative Agent for the Maidstone Division of Mid-Kent. 


Mr. Montacu HERBERT JENNER, Of the Principal Pro- 
bate and Divorce Registry of the High Court, has been 
appointed, by the Right Hon. Sir James Hannen, to be 
District Probate Registrar at Gloucester, in the place of 
the late Mr. Thomas Holt, of Gloucester. 


Mr. Joun Parry Jonzs, jun., solicitor, has beer 
elected Town Clerk of Denbigh (at a salary of £60 
a year), in the place of the late Mr. Francis Wymal. 
Mr. Jones is the son of Mr. John Parry Jones, who has 
been Mayor of Denbigh for four years. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1871, and is in partnership with his father. 


Mr. Rosert Lereu, solicitor, of Beaminster, has been 
elected Clerk to the Beaminster Board of Guardians. 


Mr. Cuarzes Rosert Rivineton, solicitor (of the firm of 
Rivington & Son), of 1, Feuchurch-buildings, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for taking Bail and Affidavits, 
and for Examining Witnesses in Actions and Proceedings 
in the Supreme Court of Queensland. 


Mr. Witt1aM Freperick Roerrs, solicitor (of the firm 
of Paul, Rogers, & Paul), of Tetbury, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. 








On Wednesday, at a court held by Dr. Tristram at the 
Chapter Honse, St. Paul’s, an objection was made to the- 
admission of Mr. F. G. Harrison ae churchwarden for St. 
Dunstan’s, Stepney, on the ground that Mr. Harrison did 
not reside or carry on busivess in the parish of St. 
Danstan. He had served the office of churchwarden, but 
had let his house, retaining a room, and paying the ra 
and taxes. Dr. Tristram said that there was no decision. 
in which such a residence was held to be a disqualification, 
and he therefore admitted Mr. Harrison to the office of. 
churchwarden. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


630 





June 10, 1876, 








Sucieties. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held on Wednesday last. 
Mr. Butler opened the subject for debate, which was as 
follows:—“ A. is employed by B. as collector, but he has no 
authority to indorse cheques received by him and payable 
to B.’s order. A. forges B.’s name to a cheque so received by 
him for B., drawn on the City Bank, and pavsit in to his 
own account with the Union Bank. The Union Bank, with- 
out notice, collects the amount from the City Bank, and 
places the amount, when received, to the credit of A., who 
subsequently draws the money out. Can B. sue the Union 
Bank for the amount of the cheque?” The question, being 
commercially important, caused considerable discussion, and 
in the end the affirmative was carried by a majority of five 
votes. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS SOCIETY. 


At a meeting of this society held on Tuesday last, Alfred 
Canning, Esq., in the chair, the following moot point was 
discussed :—“ Articles of food are supplied by a victualler to 
B. by order and at the exvense of A.; the food is bad and 
injures B.’s health. Can B. sue the victualler, who did not 
know the food was bad?” The question, after considerable 
discussion, was decided in the affirmative by the casting vote 
of the chairman. 








Zaw Students’ Sournal. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Finat Examrxatiox. 
April, 1876. 

At the exauination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examiners re- 
commended the following gentlemen, under the age of 
twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Richard Thomas Propert Williams, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Davies & Co., of Haverfordwest. 

James Harrop Dranefield, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Lavcock, Dyson, & Laycock, of Huddersfield, and 
Messrs. Iliffe, Russell, & Jliffe, of London. 

Warren Williams Arrowsmith Tree, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. James Tree, of Worcester. 

Samuel Garrett, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Parker 
& Clarke, of London. 

The Council of the I:e»rporated Law Society have 
aceordingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. Williams, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s-inn. 
a... Mr. Dransfield, the prize of the Honourable Society of 

ew-inn. 

To Mr. Tree and Mr. Garrett, prizes of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

The examiners have also certified that the following 
eandidates, under the age of twenty-six, whose names are 
plaeed in alphabetical order, passed examinations which 
entitle them to commendation :— 

Ernest Bird, who served his clerkship to Messrs, Shepheard 
& Sons, of London. 

Charles Chadwick, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Swarbreck & Khodes, of Tuirsk, and Messrs. Milne, Riddle, 
& Mellor, of London. 

Robert Stevens Fraser, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Frederick Walker, of Landport, Hants, Messrs. Sole, 
Turners, & Knight, of 68, Aldermanbury, E.C., and Mr. T. F. 
Aljingham, of London. 

Charles Bailey Halliley, who served his clerkship to 
Merers. Wilkinsons & Butler, of St. Neots, and Messrs. 
Williams, James, & Wason, of |.ondon. 

Henry Wren Henderson, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Henry Grey Faber, of Stockton-on-Tees, and Mr. Thomas 
William Payne, of London. 

John George Lincoln, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
John Thomas Velk, of Middlesborough, and Messrs. Van 
Senden & Cumming, of London, 

Frederick Marshall, who served bis clerkship to Messrs. 
Marshall & Sous, of Durham. 








William Perks, who served his clerkship to Messre. Lee 
& Best, of Winchester, and Messrs. Stocken & Jupp, of 


London. 


George Frederick Stevenson, who served his clerkshin to 


Mr. George Stevenson, of 
Roscoe, & Co., cf London. 


Leicester, and Messr-. lield, 


The council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 


merit, 


The number of candidates examined was 133 ; of these, 98 
passed and 40 were postponed, 
By order of the council, 
E. W. WiLttaMson, 5:cretary. 
Law Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, London. 








Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Troviry Srrtines, 1876. 
COURT OF APPEAL, 
Lincoln’s-inn and Westminster, 


App.motns.ex pte, 
Apps. from orders 
Tuesdy Jne.13¢ made on interloc- 
utery motns. and 
other apps, 
Wednesday 14. stmpeeie. . 
Thursday..15 a Fa ae 


Saturday ..17 
Monday. cat Appeals. 
Tuesday ..20 
App.motns.ex pte, 
apps. from ordrs 
Wednesday 21 { made on interloc- 
utory mosions & 
other apps. 
Threay woot hey ap & 
Dee tae 
tur 2024 
Monday ....26 ( Appeals 
Tuesday..+.37 
App.motns,ex pte, 
apps. frem orders 
Wednesday.28< made oo interlo- 
cutory motns, and 
other apps. 
Tharedey ..20 { Bey: apps. & or. 
Friday go 
SatardyJ ul 
aeuaar nied 3 Appeals. 
Tuesday.... 4 
App.motns.expte, 
vapps. from crders 
Wednesday 5< made on inter- 
locutory motns. & 
= apps. mai 
hursday.. 6 t. apps. ote 
Thursday ‘ 


noone 7 
Saturday .. 8 
rea 
Tuesday ....31 


App. motns.expte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday 12< madeoun interioo- 
(aery motos. 
other apps. 
Thursday ..13 cars other 
pee cone 
-urday ..1 
Monday .. a Appeals. 
Tuesday ..18 
App.motns.expte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday.19< made on inter- 
locutory motns. & 
—_ apps. wan 
ikcy. apps, Sot! 
Thrady.....20 fon 
Friday coal 
Saturtay ..22 
Vonday “3 aoa 
Tuesday ..25 
App. mots. expte, 
apps. from orders 
Wednesday 26 { made on interloc- 
utory motos, & 
other apps. 
Thrady....27 — apps. & 00. 
a ee 
turday ..2 
ie Appeals, 
TuesdayAug 1 
App. motns.ezpte, 
apps. orders 
Wednesday. 2¢ made on inter- 
locutory motns. & 
other apps. 
Tharsday .. 3 { SkOy-sPPs& ather 


—- heovinseal 4 

Saturday ... 

Geaiee’. asad 7 Appeals. 
Tuesday...... 





N.B.—The Lords Justices will take Putitions in Lunacy every Saturday 
during the sitting. 


APPEALS FROM QUEEN’S SENCH DIVISION, 
For Anoument. 


Parnell v G W RCo 
(To stand over.) 

Rustomjee v The Quren 
K k v Wilson 

udsen v Tabor 
Kopitoff vy Wilson 
Blackall v Malcolm 
Biack v Doxford 
Robson v N ER Co 


Bishop of Exeter v Hawkins 
Hopkins ¥ G N R Oa 

Robinson v River Wear Comrs 
Turner v Samson 


Purnell ¥ G W R Co 
Bonn v Richardson 
Poynter v Hull Dock Co 


APPEALS FROM COMMON PLEAS DIVISION, 
Fos Anoument. 


or v The Mersey Steel & Iran 

Mayor ef London v London Joint 
’ Republic of Per 

Weguelin v a 

Same v Same 

Fenwick v Keay 

Armstrong v Keay 

Chatterton ¥ Cave 


Isaac ¥ Marsh 
Taylor v Griffiths and Wife 





Taylor v Thatcher 

Onadwiek v 8im 

Waldron v Hawkins 

Gritite & Wite v Brantom 
Sidebotham v Kenworthyand Wile 
Brogden ¥ Met BR Oo 

Mayo v Corrie 

Mayor of Yeovil v Stone 
Kourke ¥ White M ms Co, Lind 
Banniater v Alexander 

Bhell ¥ Adamson 


APPEALS FBOM EXCHEQUER DIVISION, 
Fou Anoumewr, 
Borrowman v Drayton 


Fon Juvemenr. 
Wooley v Met ht Co 
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Nicholls v Marsland Pooley vG ER Co 
Gadd v Houghton Dempster v N ER Co 
Nathenson v Haarbleicher White v Mid R Co 
Monmouth Ry and Canal Co v | Snelling v Farthing 
Bevan Abbott v Freeman 
‘Wooler and Wife v Knott Aspden v Seddoa 
Durant v Robinson | Preston v Seddon 
Browning v Terrero | Roberts v Urwin 
Lewis v Carr | Manud v Cook 
Andrew v Wood | Rose Vv NE RCo 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 


Rota of REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Court or Mast THS 
Date. APPEAL. ‘tao. 
Monday, June 12 Mr. King Mr. Holdship 
Tuesday .... 13 Milne Teesdale 
Wednesday .. 14 Farrer Holdship 
Thursday .... 15 Milne Teesdale 
Friday... .... 16 King Teesdale 
Saturday .... 17 Farrer Holdship 
V.C. Matiws. V.C. Bacon. V.C. Hatt. 
Monday, June 12 Mr. Ward Mr. Latham Mr. Clowes 
Tuesday .... 13 Pemberton Merivale Leach 
Wednesday .. 14 Ward Latham Clowes 
Thursday .... 15 Pembertop Merivale Leach 
Friday ...... 16 Ward Latham Clowes 
Saturday .... 17 Pemberton Merivale Leach 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS, Pets. sht. caus, 
At the Rolls House. Saturday .. fra sums. & gen, 
Tuesday Ineta { Poem: OS™ | aromday.... motne. 


Wedsdy.... 14 
Thursday ..15 > General paper. 


Friday ....16 

Petns.,eht. caus., 
‘Paturday ..17{ adj. sums., and 
8 


en. pa. 

Monday....19 
it Genera) paper. 

Thrdy......2 . a. 

Mtns, a sums. 
Friday......28 { 9 gen. pa. 

Poo, =. caus. , 
@aturday ..24{adj. sumns., and 


| gen. pa, 
Monday ....26 
“Tuesday ..27 
‘Wednesday.23 
Thursday ..29, a 
ots, adj. sums. 
Priday ....30 Fon 4 
Petns, sht causes, 
SaturdayJly. } < adj, sums. & gen 






General paper. 


Monday .... 3 
Tuesday.... 4 
Wednesday . 

Thursday .. 6 
Weiday .... 7 {tome ea ame. 


Petns, sht. caus. 
82udj. sumos., & 
gen. pa. 


$e paper. 


Saturday .. 
Monday.... ? 

Tuesday....11 

Wednesday 12 coe paper 
Thursday 73 

Briday.. veoall™ teen = adj. sums. 


Pete. mht causes, 
Saturday ..15 (adj. sums, & gen. 


pa. 
Monday....17 
Tuesday... = 
Wednesday 1 
Threday mde 


Briday......21 


Genera! paper, 


«Mtns. adj. sms, 
1 & gen. pa, 

Pets, sht causes 
Baturday ..22 { adj. sums. & gen’ 


Monday ..24 

Tet icf cenera paper 
Thursday 27 

Friday ....28 Mtns. adj. sums& 


gen. pa. 

Petns,, sht. caus, 

Saturday ..29{ ad). sums, & gen, 

Monday....3! - 

Metuedeye 3 General paper. 
Thursday .. 

Friday .... Z fon he Motne, adj, sum 8 


reming. pets. adj, 

sums. & yen. pa 

N.B.—The days, ifany, on which 
the Master of the Rolls shali be 
engaged in « court of appeal 
are excepted. 

Causes and actions in which wit- 
nesses ure to be examined be- 
fore the court, will be taken on 
Tuesdays, Wednesdays, and 
Thursday«, and causes and ac- 
tions without witnesses will be 
taken on Mondays; bat when 
tne list of causes and actions 
without witnesses is exhausted, 
Causes and actions with wit- 
— will be taken on Mondays 


Unopposed petitions must be 
presented, and copies left with the 
secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they 
should be heard; and any cause 
intended to be heard asa short 
cause must be so marked ia 
the cause bovk at least one clear 
day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard, 
and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the 
judge's olticer the day before 
the cause is to oe put in the 
paper. 


V. C. Sin RICHARD MALINS. 
incoln's-inn, 

Tuesdy Jne.i3,.Motns, & gen, pa. 

Wedsdy.....14 Conent 

Thursday ..15 } joneral paper. 

Friday ....16 poem pate, 

Adj. sums, & gen. 

pa. 


pa 
Reming. 
Tuesday.... at 


Saturday ..17 { 


Monaay’....19 

Tuesday, —— General paper. 
Wedoesday..2 

Searels 0a & gen pa. 
Feiday 14.98 {Oe cua Bem 
Saturday ..24 | AG: sums. & gon 


oe Aa , 

ue y ..27 » Genera’ paper. 

Wedaovsday a 

Thursday ae Mat, & gon, pa. 
t, Causes, pets. 

Friday....0.30 payed nom 

SsturdayJly. 1 eums. & gen 


Monday.... ita 
Tuesday... eneral paper. 
Wednesday 
«+ 6,,Motns, & gon. pa. 


Friday OE Ceaeem, pete, 











Saturday .. 8 md sums & gen. 
Monday ....10 

Tuesday ....11 } General paper. 
Wednesday. .12 

Thursday ..13..Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ...14 — — 
Saturday ..15 | mg sums. & gen. 


Monday ....17 

Tuesday....18 > General paper. 

Wednesday..19 

Thursday... .20...Motns & gen pa. 
Sbt. Causes, petas. 

Friday weno {9 & gen. De. 

Saturday ..2 wo a 

Monday a 

Teneter we. 38 General paper. 


Wednesday..: 
Thursday cat —. & gen. pa, 
Friday ....28 {3 oe 


Saturday ..29 = snus & gen. 


Monday... ne & gen.pa. 

‘TuesdayAng 1 

Weidnesday.. 2 General paper. 

— 3 

Friday «+++ 4) Reming. motns. 

Saturday .- 5) reming. petns. & 

Monday .... 7 adj. sums. 

Tuesday .... 8 ; Z 

Any cause intended to be 
heard as a shortcause must be so 
marked in the cause book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper 
to be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is to 
be put into the paper. 


V. C. Sir JAMES BACON, 
Lincoln’s-ino. 
r Motas, adj. sams 
TuesdayJue 13 A gen pa. 


Wedsdy ....! 
Thursday at General paper. 
Friday ...2!6 m a 

etns., sht. caus. 
Saturday 17} Bases 
Monday ...19..In Bankruptcy. 
Taresday. af General paper. 


Wedaesday are aj. a | 
ts. a sums, 
Thard......22 r een 


pa 
Friday ....23..General paper. » 
Saturday ..24 —_ wae. came. 
Monday. -0026.<1n. Dessregtey. 


Tuesday ....27 } 
Weduesday.23 ) General paper. 
adj. eums 


Thursday. ..29 {oon Motns. a 


Friday. soe.30,.General paper, a 
Saturdaydulys } Pets. ut. cane. 


gen, pa. 
Monday... 3../in Bankruptey. 
Tuesday.... 4 
Weduevday.. 3} General paper. 
Thursday .. ies —- ==. 


Friday .... 7..Generai paper. 
Petus, sit, caus. 
Saturday «. s{s meg 


Monday a} pe Baukruptoy. 


Tuesday....! 

Wodnesday..1 ‘f Geueral paper. 

Thursday... 13 } pom os oan. 

Friday ....14..tieneral a. 

Saturday ..1 aoe | } 

Monday ....17..1n Bankruptcy. 

Tovaday.. 

Wednesday. 719 | General paper. 
Motns, adj, sums, 


Thursday ..20 7 


Friday ....¥l.. General paper. 
Saturday .. tts a canny 


ae « —_— -In Bankruptcy. 





Thursday ..27 ge > rsiet 


Friday ....28,.General paper. 

Saturday ..29 baagen ode causes, 

Monday ....3l. iM ange 

Motna. 

me 

ednesday.. 

Thursday .. 3 } Guneral pager. 

Friday «-+. 4 

Saturday... 5( Reming- motms 

Monday .... 7 adj. sums. 

Tuesday.... 8 

Avy cause intended to bs 
heard as a short cause must be 
so marked in the caase book at 
least one clear day before the 
same can be putinihe paper to 
be so heard, and the neces- 
sary papers must be left in 
court with the judge’s officer 
the day before the cause is 
be put into the paper. 


Vv. C. Ste CHARLES HALL. 
Lincoin’s -man. 
Tuesday Jne. 13..Mtns. & gen. pa 
Wedsdy. ....14 1 
Taoursday ..15 } Ge aaa 
Friday......16,.Petus. & gea, pa. 


Sstertay.- 17 [oti yeu De 
Monday 


Tuesday... ..20 
Wednesday .2: 
Thursdy -...32..Mtns.€ gen, ps. 


( General paper. 


Friday ....23..Petns. & geu. pa. 
. Sht. causes adj. 
Saturday ..24 bell & gen. pa. 


Monday....26 





Thursday ..29. .Motns, & gen pa, 
Friday ....3%.,,Pet~. & gen. pa. 


Saturday say pel sou bong 
Monday .. 


name easy General paper. 
Wednesday, 5 

Toursday .- 6,..Mosns. & geo. pa. 
| Friday sooee Tene OtS. & MOR. Pa. 
Saturday ... § eon poe 4 
Monday..... “a 


Tuesday... General paper 

} Wednesday. = 
| Toursday ...13,.Motns. & gen. pa. 
Friday.sca..14ee Pets, & gen. pa. 


| Sht. caus. adj. 
Saturday veel5 sums, & gen pa. 
| Monday veered 


General paper. 





if 


Ww 
| Tursday....20 “Motus & gen. pa. 
Priuay ......81..Pets.& geu. pa. 


Saturday ..22 
| Taeeesg 238 


{Sht. causes adj. 
(sums. & gea. pa. 


General paper. 





Foo 2. - Morns, & gen. pa. 
| Briday ....23...Peis. & gen pa. 


sat. 
Saturday ..29 ee oy =e ~ 
| Monday...032 


| Luesdayaug 1{ Gecera pager. 
Wednesday... 2 
| Thursday .. 3. -Motns. £ gen. pa, 
. in 
Friday «<6 4 yo} ae. 
Sut. caus, rening 
Saturday .. sf et. TemMung. Mb. 
x adj 


Monday..... 7 
| Towsday ... 8 


| Any 


Further pin ERE paper 
"a oad causes which have not already appeared in the 


paper, aud further considerations 
will be taken on Wi and 














Metcalf v Britannia | ron Works Co 
For AsGUMENT. 
Everett v Girdwood De 
Lutscher vy The Comptoir 
de Paris 
Pompe v Fachs 


” 
” 


” 
Guardians o! Holbern Union v 
the Vestry of St. Leonard’s, 
Shoreditch sc 
Rich :rdson v Lewis Dem 
Gisborne v Guardians of Poor 
of Doigelly Union 


” 





Holman vy Wade and Son 


Walker v Yates 


ENLARGED RULE PAPER. 


For 
The Queen v Principal of Here- 
ford Union 
Mr. Herschell Solicitor-Gen 
Northampton Water Works y 
Easton 
Mr. Arderson 


ABGUMENT, 


Fir T Dar. 

In the Matter of W Blackhurst 
Mr Shied Mr Crompton 
The Qaeen v Hornsey 

Mr Ph tbrick 

Hut'o. v Callender, Sykes, 
Mather 


& 





in the Matter of an Arbitrat on, 
Michelmore & Reap, and Sib2, 
Wesr, & Co. | 


Mr W G Harrison Mr Beasley ‘ 


| MeM 


Mr Crompton 
Teunleman v Talkingtoa 
urphy 


COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


For JupGMENT. 
Keith v Burrows 
French v Gerber 
“Walker vL & NW RCo 
Purcell vy Fowler 
Seaman v Netherclift 
Thompson v Gardeter 
Genera! Share Co v ‘ hapman 
McLean v V sughen 

For ARGUMENT. 

Moved Hilary Sittings, 1876. 
London, S:iock v Hooper’s Tele- 
graph Works Co (Limd) 


Brett, J Mr C Russell 
London, Same v Same 
Brett, J Mr Day 
London, Same v Same 
Brett, J 

Mov-d Easter Sittings, 1876. 
Midix, Campovei! v Cooper 
London, Guild & Co v Easton 
London, Same v Same 





PEREMPTORY PAPER. 


In the Matter of A Solicitor 
r Murray 
In the Matter of A Solicitor 


‘Roe v Hammond 
In the Matier of the Tiustee of 


Bunohill Fields Burl Grounds & 
the London School Board 

Hon A Thesiger 

In the Matter of An Attorney 
Mr H D Green 
Forrester v Pollefo Mr Benjamin 
ales v Si ves Mr Kemp 
Lutscher v Schepeler Mr Kemp 





SPECIAL PAPER. 


For 


Union Bank of Low Canada v 
Cole 


A 


8C 
(To stand over.) 

The Secretary of War v Baker ,, 
(To stand over.) 
Cunningham v Duun Dem 

(To stand over.) 
Cunningham v Dann 
(To stand over.) 


RGUMENT. 


Melnadov Watson 
Avexander v Gillanderss 
Smith v 

Allgood ¥ Gibson 
Masters v The Queen 
Breslauer v Barwick 
Foster v Park -r 

Stone v The City & County Bk }, ” 
Cadiot v Halliday 
Heather & Son v Webb 


” 
” 
” 
” 
” 
” 


” 
” 





EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
NEW TBIAL PAPER. 


Yor Jupomext. 
Moorwood v Steel 
Lanwer v Heatley 
Copland v Same 
BurtonvM S&L RCo 

For ARGUMEST, 


Moved Michaelmas nye 1875 

Middx, Woodward v Burdett 

Hud m,B Mr M Chambers 
(To stand over) 


B 
Moved Hilary poner 1876. 
Middx, Wilson v Hat ton’ 
Qaain, J 
Manchester, Herald vy Connah 
Brett, 4 

, Seddon v Smith 

Brett, J 
——T , Greaves v Greenwood 


Brett, 
sete, Farmer v Richards 
Lod Mr Mclatyre 














Fiel |, 
M ddx, Eustace v Magers 
Pollock, B 


McIntyre 
Ipswich, Hinde v allen’ 
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Middx, Morgan v Fairchild Cleasby, B Mr F Turner 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. Archibald, J Norwich, Womack v G E 8 Co 
! For JupcMenr. Middx, Suge v Silber 3 London, Bland v Merchant Coleridge, L C J Mr Metcalf 
Nickel v Unwio Blackburn, J Mr Aston | Quain, J Mr T. Salter | Weichpovi, Bryan v ag 
Por Arcumenr. Lo.don, Swire vy Redman Newoastle, Walker v Hall Lush, t McIntyre 
Tried during Micnaelmas tramwell, B Mr Benjamin | Mellur, J Maidstone, Holden v MEing 
Sittings, 1875. my Hopkins v Newsome Nottingham, \ Wood v GN RCo Cleasb 
Liverpool, Cohn v Davidson Me Huddle:ton Stafford, ‘ated v Holt 
‘Lush, J Mr Hersche'l Hants, Bridport v Ross Ne ttingham, "Bradshaw v Orcssley | Ampnie, 

Moved = Sittings, 1876. LU Baron Haddleston, Mr Mellor | Middx, > Ad v Fairchild 
Liverpool, Cohn v Davidson Middx, Nelson v Smith Middlcser, & Shoes v Arsastren z | Aroh’bald, J Mr Murphy 
Lusb, J MrHerschell | Mellor, J Archibald, T Salter | Middx, Weir v Barnett and anr 

Tried during Sittings. Hants, p ips v Ross Middx, ped v Banks Hudd eston, 
«London, Regina v Aspinall and ors | LC B LCJ Middx, Same v Same 
LCJ Mr Pope, for Aspinall, | Dis Reg Bee of Brighton, Bostel v | 1@.ds, Lamb v Elland-cum-Greet- | Huddieston, B 
Collins, and Whyte Fowler land Miil Co + arn ‘ as v Puzey 
Mr Serjt Ballantyne, for Knecker Mr Lascelles | Rramwell, B Mell Mr Metcalf 
uir in person | Middx, Sugg v Silber Newcastle, Mould v Andrews Midd’ ‘Bustebley v Fitzmaurice 

Moved Easter pa 1876. Blackbarn, J Mellor, and a Mr Gates 
ne Hawley v Bei es | Mitdz, Same v Sams Newcastle, Mould v Same Middx, Bal of Shrewsbury v 
Lush Mr Waddy Biackburn, J Mellor, J arg 

We'chpool, P enson v on Melior. 
SPECIAL PAPER. Lush, Mr M Lioyd Middx: Chipperfiela v Truss 
For Jop@Ment. Marris v Bleyne: Worces'er, Bayley v Bagnall Mallor, 


Midix. Lea v Spats 

Hu idieston, B Mr Herscheil 
Middx, Cartwright v Atkin 
Biackburn, J Mr Mclatyra 


SPECIAL PAPER. 


For JupGwEnT. 
Burrows v Green 
Niebuhr v Kraushaar 
Sydney v Michael 
Ogden v McLeod 

FOR ARQUMENT, 
Downing v Mowlem 

(To stand over.) 
Waugh v North British Ry Co ,, 

(To «tand over.) 
Granville v Finch 

(To be re- ) 


Dem 


Whitehouse v_ Bi 
ham Canal Co a. 

(To stand over.) 

Sear v Greene 2” 

To stand over.) 

Dawes v Webster ” 
(To stand over.) 

Boden v Lev al Pa 


(To stand over.) 

Lloyd’s Bkg Oo 10 (lima) v Blech ,, 
(To stand over.) 

Budd POv L and N WR 


Co 
(Part-heard ease to be re-stated. ) 
Morrison & ors v Yorkshire and 
bem 


Grimshaw v Asquith 
(To stand over.) 





et eRe ee 
ER 


Wi stand over) 
Halcomb & ©», Sack Qon- 
tractors v Young s¢€ 
(To staad over.) 
Royal Vail Steam Packet Co v 
Khodes 
(To stand over.) 
Phipps v Hawkins 
(To stand over.) 
Dutton v Ive 
(Co stand over.) 
Wilson v sowes 
(Part heard.) 
Norwood v L and N W RCo 
(Part heard.) 
Faber v Jaques 
Muller v Death 
(To strani over.) 
Winkworth v Chambers 
Straham v Duni+thorpe 
(To stand over.) 
Jersey E R Co v Baldwin 
(To stand over.) 
Previte < bn ihg Agcy Co ” 


” 


‘o stand over,) 
King v Payne 
Payne v King ” 
Saunders ¥Com Un InsCo SC 
Bright, kat, v Te Con ColimdDem 
Jetf.ies v M-ssent » 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


June 9, 1876. 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80, 1044 
Ditto for Account, — 

Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. "88, 102 
Ditto, litto, Certificates — 
Ditto En faced Ppr.,4 per Cant.84 
2ad Hof. Pr., § per C., Jan.’72 





Ditto,54 per Cnt., May,’79, 86 

Di ye -” res, 4 per Cents, 
pri 

Do.Do, 5 per Cent,, Aug. "73 

Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 

Ditto, ditto, under £1000 

















































BAILWAY STOOK, ® 
Railways, Closing Prices 
Btock Bristol and Exeter 140 
Stock! Caled 107 
Stock Glasgow and South-Western ....0.00...+ 97 
Brock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sorsossssers 35f 
stock Great Northern 100 429 
Biock; Do., A Stock*...... Spi ccsgakeakeveceionail Ae 1324 
Btock Great Southern and Western of ‘ireland 100 -_ 
Stock Great Weatern—Origiual...oreresserseeees 100 1023 
Stock) Lancashire and Yorkshire . 100 128 
Stock! London, Brighton, and South Co too 110 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover.,.,. 100 20, 
$vock| London and North-Western .| 100 137 
Stock London and Soath Western.... .| 100 123 
Stock | Manchester, Sheffield, and Lin | 100 624 
Stock | Metropolitan 100 964 
Stock] | Do., District of 100 aly 
Brock Midland,.......0000e8 100 128 
Stock! Norte British 100 92 
8t ck North Eastern 100 151 
Stock| North London......+0 100 429 
Sock North StaMordahire sev.sscreessesserseseerssveees] 100 62 
io 65 
Stock Southotecon covet od] OOO 1% 














© A receives no dividend uatil 


6 per cont, has been pald to B. 
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GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 por Cent. Consols, 935 x a Annuities, April, ’85, 93 

Ditto for Account, Juiy 5, 98% | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do 3 per Cent. Reduced, 93§ Ex Billa, £1000, 24 perCt.10 pm. 
New 3 per Cent., 939 Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm. 

Do, 34 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £200, 10 pm. 

Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stook, — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’78 Ct. (last half-year), 252 
Annuities, Jan, 80 — Ditte for Account, 





Money MARERT AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

The Bank rate still remains unaltered at 2 per cent. The 
markets have been very quiet, very little business having 
been done owing to the holidays. Russian stocks are all 
lower, but there has not been much change in other stocks. 
Home railways are a little stronger, but do not show much 
improvement in price. Cunsols close at 93} for money and 
account. 





Mr. R. T.: P. Williams, the Clifford’s-inn prizoman at 
the last final examination, is a native of Haverfordwest, 
Pembrokeshire, in which town he served the whole of his 
articles. He was formerly a pupil, and we believe a very 
distinguished pupil, at the Live: pool Cullege. 


At the Scarborough County Court, on Tuesday, Dr. 
Rablah, physician, practising at Scarborough, sued a number 
of persons for various sums due to bim for medics! attendance. 
In the course of the hearing of one of the cases Dr. Rablah, 
in reply to Mr. Williamson, who was engaged to conduct the 
defendant’s case, made use of the remark, ‘‘I go in for 
‘honesty ; you lawyers do not.” The judge (Mr. F. A. Bed- 
well), addressing the plaintiff, said, “ How dare you have the 
audacity to make such a remark in a court of justice; it is 
an offence for which 1 have the power to commit you to York 
Castle for coutempt of court, but instead of doing this I shall 
fine you £5, and you will be d. tained in custody until the 
money is paid.” Dr, Rablah made two attempts to get out 
of court; and at the second attempt he was warned by the 
judge that if he persisted in tiying to leave the court he 
would increase the fine. The money was eventually brought 
to the court, and the doctor was released. 


A correspondent writes to the Times :—‘‘ I venture to draw 
attention toastatementin yourreport of the Lord Chancellor's 
speech upon the introduction of the proposed Bill for the 
amendment of the baukruptcy law. I refer to the state- 
ment, referring to trustees in bankruptcy, that ‘out of the 
whole number « f persons intrusted with the most important 
duties in ccnnection with bank: uptcy, only one-sixth dis- 
charge them properly, aud this in one year.’ The figures 
which his lordship quotes «re as follows : —The total number 
of estates pending on the 31st of December, 1875, was 3,191. 
Of these, in 98 cases the trustees were not to be found ; and 
of the 446 cases which were the su!j-ct of report by the comp- 
troller, it appears that at one time or another 390 have com- 
plied with the order of the court, and so disch»rged ‘he duties 
expected of them ; leaving, apparently, but 56 who have yet 
to give an account of their conduct. If we add, then, this 
56 to the 98 who cannot be found, we get a total of 154 out 
of 3,191 which is but 1 in 20, instead of 1 in 6.” 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS, 
BapcErR—May 16, at Moorgate-grove, Rotherham, the wife of 
Arthur S. Badger, solicitor, of a son. 
Brown—May 31, the wife of Thomas Brown, solicitor, Wood- 
stock, Oxon, of a son. 
WarLkeR—June 6, at 35, Redcliff-gardens, South Kensington, 
the wife of Charles Walker, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES, 

ALEXANDER—THOMPSON—June 7, at Trinity Church, Forest- 

hill, Kent, William Alexander, solicitor, Arbrouth, to Ada, 

Saghier of the late Henry Thompsun, merchant, F m, 

ante. 

BenckR—Waituman—June 1, at St. George’s, Hanover- 
aquare, Albert Henry, ot the Middle Temple, barrister, on! 
son of John A. Bencke, of O!iva, Weat Derby, near Liverpoo 
to Beatrice Augusta Melicent Sharp, younger faa aad of 
Robert W. Waithman, D.L., of Moyne and Merlin-park, 
county Galway. 





Bratrawatre—Wape—June 1, at Kirkstall Church, Richard 

ar A oa 5 of ee | solicitor, were tae Fe hd 
raithwaite, M.D., to Mary Louise, youngest daug tO) 
late John Wade, of Leeds. 

Marrace—Forses—June 1, at St. James’s, ee yw 
Richard Marrace, of St. John’s College, Cambridge, M.A., 
and of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Jessie, second 
— - John Gregory Forbes, of 82, Oxford-terrace, 

yde- park. 

WoRLLEDGE—WIGsTon—June 1, at St. Andrew's, Rushmere, 

near Ipswich, Edward William Worlledge (M.A. Jesus Coll., 

Camb), of Great Yarmouth, solicitor, second son of John 
ee oe of county courts and Chancellor of the 
Diocese of Norwich, to Edith Georgiana, eldest daughter of 
the Rev. William Wigston, M.A., Vicar of Rushmere. 

DEATBS. 

CooxeE-—April 1, suddenly, at Avoca, Australia, John Cooke, 

sol “¥-y late of Abingdon, Berks, and Mitre-court, Temple, 


ag a 
SrotT—May 31, at his residence, Wolstenholme Hall, Rochdale, 
Richard Stott, solicitor, aged 72. 











LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 


Farivar, Jane 2, 1876. 
Nurse, James, and William Main Darry, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, Solici- 
tors. May 17 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farivar, June 2, 1876. 
LimitEgp ux Caancerr. 

Central American Telegraph Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented May 30, direeted to be heard before V.C, Hall on June 
16. Bischoff and Co, Great Winchester st, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Central American Telegraph Company, Limited.—V.C. Hall has, by 
an order dated May 31, appointed George Augustus Cape, Uid Jewry, 
to be provisional official iiquidator. 

Co-operative Bank, Limited.—V.C. Hall -has, by an order dated April 
10, appointed Alfred Good, Poultry, to be official liquitater. Credi- 
tors are required on or before July 1, to send their aames and ad- 
dresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. 
Friday, Jaly 14, at 12, is appointed for hearing aad adjudicating upom 
the dedts and claims. 

Leeswood Cannel and Gas Coal Company, Limited.—Patition for wind- 
ing up, presented May 29, directed to be heard before the M.R. on 
June 17. Mullens and Bosanguet, Cheapiide, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Orre!! Colliery and Fire Brick Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
up, presented May 29, directed to be h:ard before the M.R. on June 
17. Lydall, Southamp%on buildings, Chascery iane, solicitor for the 
petitioner. 





Toxzspar, June 6, 1876. 
Liurrep tn Cuancerr. 

Anglo-Continental Steamship Compa-y, Limi'ed.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before July 1, to send their na‘nes and addresses, and 
tte particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. John Wes'tey Cooper, 
St Mary Axe. Monday, Ja'y 10, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

British Farmers’ Pare Linseed Cake Company, Limited.—Creditors are 
required, on or befors Jnly 7, to send their names and adiress-s, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Parker Barkia- 
shaw, Kingston-upon Hall. Monday, July (7, at 12, is appointed fer 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debis or clairns, 

Metropalitan and Provincial Artizans’ Dwellings Company, Limited.— 
By an order made by the M.R., dated Mav 27, 1¢ was ordered that the 
above company be wound up. Carter, Old Jewry chambers, solicitor 
for the petitioner, 

Midland Counties (freland) Distillery Company, Limited.--By an order, 
dated May 26, it was crdered that che above conpaany be wouad up. 
Heritage, Nicholas lane, solicitor for tne pewtioner. 

Pirsch Silverine Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C. 
Malins, dated May 26, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Foster, Queen street p'ace, for the peti 

Universal Fire Insurance Company, Lim te?.— Petition for winding up, 
—— June 6, directed to be hear! before V.C. Hall on June 16, 

orten and Cutler, Newgate st, so.iciters tur the petitioners, 

Yorkshire Civil Service Sopply Ass ciation, Limkei.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated May 27, it was «miered tuat the above 
association be wound up. Torr aad Co, Bedford row, solicitors for 
the petitionere, 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tusspar, June 6, 1876. 
Bolton Caledonian Society, Bolton, Lancashire. Jane $ 
Old star Friendly Soc ety, Old Star inn, st Paul’s Cray, Kent. June 2 
Oreditors ander 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 36. 


Last Day of Clam. 

Faipar, May 27, 1876, 

Akers, James Rameay, Roselle Frant rd, Sussex, Bsq. July 10. Carew. 
2 th . at Ri bh 








- ’ a 
Baker, John, Linovin, Gent. June 24. Bell, Loath 
Banfield, Aon, Axminaier, Devon, June a4, Forward, Axminster 
Batty, Chariette, Denbigh. July 26, Barker and Hignett, Cheater 
Baylis, Elizabeth, Addisoombe, Surrey, July 14, Cnaadler, Bishopt- 
gate st within 
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Brunia, Elizabeth, Bures St Mary, Soffolk. June 24, Ransom, Sud- 
UL: 


ry 

Borlase, Henry William, He!sto n, Cornwall, Doctor of Medicine. July 
'. Rogers and Son, Helston 

Borman, William, Riby, Lincoln, Farmer. July 14, Bell, Louth 

Beuchton, Joseph Henry, Martiey, Worcester, Farmer. July 1. Hill, 
Worcester 

Bridger, John, Little Titchfield st, Licensed Victaclier. June 26. 
James Duteh, Little Titchfield st 

Chaliis. B izabeth, Exmouth, Devon. June 30. Devonshire, Frederick’s 
place, Old Jewry 

Chandler, Thomas, King st, Finsbury, Surgeon. Jnty 14. Chandler, 
Bishopsgate st within 

Elsom, Thomas, Holloway, J.P. July 2. Sparling, City ra 

Gabb, John Baker, Highbury place, Esq. July 31. Walton and Co, 
Great Winchester st 

Hands, George, Stourport, Worcester, Tanner. Auzl. Mil‘erando, 
Kidderminster 

Henderson, William, Chester placs, Hyde park square, Esq. July 1. 
Bretteil and Co, Staple inn 23 es eatin _— ’ 

Hood, Henry, Pepper Hall, York, Esq. July 1. Darley and Cumber- 
lani, John st, Bedford row 

Kennerley, Margaret, Gravesend, Kent. June 17. Tomlinson and 
Furnival, Burslem 

Lioyd, Thoms George Biddle, St James’s place, Piccadilly, Civil En- 
gineer, July 1 Jenkyn, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Mark, Pheebe Roberts, Kingstun-on-Thames, Surrey. June 30. Billeau, 
Howard st, Strand 

Mevherson, Eliza beth, Groveend rd. June24, Field, Bedford row 

Nett l-fiel1, Kichard Clark, High st, Siovetitch, Provision Merchant, 
July}. Strong, Jewin st, Cripplegate 

Nunn, Henev Wiliam, Broadlands Houve, Isl2of Wight, Eeq. Aug 30. 
Beckingsale Newoort 

—_ Junn, Lanbarran, Glamorgan, Farner. Anz il. R-e1, Cow- 

ridge 
a Margaret, Pemberton, Lancashire. Aug 12. Taylor, S$: 
elen’s 


Ragzett. Jane, Henley-on-Thames, Oxford. July 1. Boyle, Mecklen- 
turgh square 

Roskings, Jovn, jan, Manchester, Commercial Traveller. June 23. 
Roving nant R vbinson, Settle 

Seazer, Edward, Cotmarsh, Wilts, Farmer. Jnly 10. Kinneir and 
Tombs, Swindon 

Smith, Robert, Lancaster, Beerhouse Keeper. June 28. Sharp and 
Son, Lancaster 

TcoespaY, May 30, 1476, 

Andreae, Theodore George, Cannon st, Merchant. June 30, Drake 
and $»n, Clork lane, Cannon st 

Baker, Sint Thomas, King’s rd, Chelsea, Gasfitter. Jane 29. Ryan, 
Linco n’s inn fields 

Chilver, Thoms Farquhar, Brighton, Sassex, Esq. July 30. Boodle 
and Partington, Davies st, Berkeley square 

Churcher, Arthur, Bitterne, Hants, Butcncr. June 30. Deacon and 
Co, Southampton 

Davy, Thomas, Manchester, Boot Maker. Jane 9. Nuttall and Son, 
Manchester : 

Dawson, William Henry, Farnival’s ino, Gent. Jane 30. Moore, 
Furn:val’s inn 

De Morgan, Campbell Greig, Sermonr st, Portman square, June 30. 
G. De Mergan, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Dipple, John, Alcester H ath, Warwick, Brick Maker. June 30. 
Parr, Birmingham 

Gaskeu, Roger. Ulverston, Lancashire, Tanner, July i. Woodvarre 
and Poly, Ulverston 

Glave, William, sheteld, Painter. July 1. Parker and Brailsford, 
Sheffield 


Hare, Richard, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Solicitor. June 24. We'sford, 
Weymonth 
Harres, Maria Thomasia Warren, Lapford, Devon. July 14. Tice- 
bore and Sons, Cheltenham 
Harris Frederick, Kirby Wharfe, York, Yeoman. July 1, Maun and 
Son, York 
Holmes, Jane, Kingston-upon-Hall. Jnly 3. Enzlaad and Co, Hall 
Hopkinson, Elizsbeth, Gate Fuitord, York. Ju'yi3. Wools, Yorx 
Hunt, Anne, Enfield Lock, Middlesex, Jane 24. Hayward and Sons, 
Necdhem Merket 
~~ George, Exeter,Gent. June 30, R.C. Johnson, Exeter Bank, 
ixeter 
Lawson, Charies, Heddon-on-th’-Wall, Northumberiind, Yeo.nan. 
Sept !. Inziedew and Daggett, Newcastle-upon-fyne 
Loose, Matthew, Wisbech st Pater, Cambridge, Pawnbroxer. July 
18 =6Fraser, Wisbech 
Mowley, Harriett, Stoke Bishop, Gloucester. Augi. Wil«insoa and 
Drew, Bermondsey ax 
Naylor, James, Deptford, Kent, Coal Merchant. July 24. Courtenay 
and Croome, Graczcharch st 
Nesham, William, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Surgeon. Septl. Ingledew 
and Daggett, Newcsstie-apon-Tyne 
Sheatn, Frederick, Birmingnam, Glass Catter, Aug 28. Cottrell, 
Birmingham 
Smicn, Mary, Redditeh, Worcester. July 1, Mathews and Smith, 
Bermingham 
Stowers, Thomas, Ewell, Surrey, Esq. July 24. Hine and Co, College 
hil, Canron st 
—— Auna Maris, Swettenham Hall, Cheshire. June 24. Reade 
pgleton 
Tomlinson, Isaaz, Dronfield, Derby, Gent. Juiy 6. Simpson, Sheffield 
Tredget, Witham, Windsor, Berks, Gent. Jaly 10. Swepstone, York 
st west Commercial rd east 
Walker, Elizabeth, Liverpool. June 24. Wright and Co, Liverpool 
Wandisse, Jobn, Southwick, Durham, Yeoman. July. Kidson and 
Werster, Benjamin, Jameica st, Stepney, Model Mater. July 10 
° , Jam er. July 10, 
nti Lincoln's im fields « * ad 
Iiiemson, Jeremiah, Kiraberley, Nottingham, Grocer. 6, 
- rosea Large : de ed 
aiesias, Carion Michael, Jefireys equare, 8t Mary Axe, Gent. Aug 11, 
Chandler, Bishopegatest within = apes ” 





Bankruots. 
Parvay, Jun? 2, 1875. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in Loxdon, 

Golding, Jeremiah, Oldfield rd, Stoke Newington. Pet May 29, 
Brougham. June 20 at | 

. Jennings, Thomas Holbeck, St Ann’s villa, Notting hill, Pet May 29. 
Brougham. June 20 at 12 

Johnstone, H 8 » Ebury st, Pimlico. Pet May 29. Brougham, 
June 20 at 12.30 

Lange, Christian Henry, Wilson st, Gray’s inn rd, Lath Maker. Pet 
May 24. Spring-Rice. June 20 at | 

Love, Robert Efford, Mark Jane, Merchant. Pet May 30, Hazlitt. 
June 21 at 11 

Wetzlar, George, Marlborough villae, Marlborough rd, Dalston, Dia- 
mond Merchant. [et May 31. Jane 21 ar 12.30 

Teens, ete, Liverpool rd, Grocer. Pet May 30. Hazlitt. June 
21 at 

Zalmanson, Joseph, Cornhill, Merchant. Pet May 30. Hazlitt. June 
2iatil2 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Bell, William Borrow, Newcastle-upon-['yne, Puulterer. Pet Miy 30, 
Mortimer. Newcastle, June 15 at 11.30 

Butler, Job, Derlaswon, Szafford, Caemist. Pat May 30. Clarke. 
Walsall, June 14 at 12 

Christodajo, Constantine, Manchaater, Cafs Kaspar. Pet Muy 29 
Lister. Manchester, June 22 at 9.30 

Finn, John, Ashton-uader-Lyne, ou: of businsss, Pst May 29. Hall. 
Ashton-under-Lyne, June 21 at 1! 

Harradine, Charlas, Bourn, Campbridge, Farmer, Pet May 31. Eaden. 
Cambridge, June 20 at 12,39 

Hivchcock, Martha, Hoggeston, Bucks, Innkeeper. Pet May 30. For- 
tescue. Banbury, June 13 at 2 

Holt, John Deakin, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Smallware Dealer. 
Pet Muy 29. Hall. Ashton-under-Lvne, Juna 15 ac tt 

MacGoffy, Archibald, Liverpo.l, Provision Broker. Pet May 31. Wat- 
son. Liverpool,June 13 at 2 

Pounder, John, Cheetnam, Lancashire, Fish Salesman. Pet May 25 
H: lton, Salford, Jane 14 at 11 

Reuss, Leonhard, Whalley range, Manchester, Gent. Pet May 31 
Huiton. Salford, June (4 at it 

Sowerby, Matthew Srecl, Manchester, Skirt Manafacturer. Pot May 
29. Lister, Manchester, June 19 as 10.30 

Westley. Horace, Brighton, Sussex, Pianofurte Maker. Pet May 27. 
Evershed. Brighton, June 14 at il 


Tvespay, June 6, 1876, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their prours of debts tu tne Registrar. 
To Surrender tn London. 
Miles, James, and Frederick Spuun, Aldersgate st, Jewellers. Pet June 
2. Spring-Rice. June20 ut 2 : 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Harper, Richard William, Barrowford, Lanvashice, Overlooker. Pet 
June !, Hartley. Burnley, June 20 at lz 
Hodsen, Thomas Corn: lius, Manchester, Mershant. Pet June J. 
Lister, Manchester, June 19 at 10.30 
Marshall, Ronert, Wainfleet 8°. Mary’s, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet May 
31. Staniland. boston, June 19 at 1 
Ramsay, Kobert, Thomas Goodwin, and Alexander Campbell, Swansea, 
Glamorgan, Drapers, Pet Juns1, Jones, Swansea, June 17 at lz 
Stanbury, Jame«, East Stonehouse, Devon, Baker. Pet June 3. Ed- 
monds, East Sconehoure, June 17 ac 12 
BANKKOUYTCIES ANNOLULED. 
TcouspayY, June 6, 1876. 
sane, James, jun, Horceterry rv, Westminster, Cab Proprietor. 
une 3 


Gluckston, M , Artesian r4, Bayswater, Jeweller. June lt 
Politi, David, Manchester Merchant. May 25 
Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fuway, June 2, 1876, 

Adams, George, Dunstable, ‘bedford, Pavlican. Jane 17 at Lt at offizes 
of Shepherd and Ewen, Pars st west, [. ston, . 

Anderson, Thomas, Great Witcom, @.0a:e-te-, out of business. Jaap 
17 ut 10 atoffices of Prusn, Reyent st, Cnelvenham 

Baines, Josiah, St James rd, {lolioway, Draver. Jane 15 at 2 at ofices 
of Angell and Imbert-Terrv, ‘irestiamn st, Bink 

Barker, James, Tunstall, Scaffor!, Auctiuonser. Jans 14 at 11 at offices 
of Holiinshead, Market st, Tunstwil 

Barro', Hartiey, Mexborough, York, Glas Manufactarer. Jane 12 
at 3 a toftices of Badgers and Rhodes, H ga of, Kothsrham 

Bayley, Samuel Charles, Wear Deroy, nr Liverpool, Commercial 
Traveller. June 16 at 2 at offices of Gireenway, Dale st, Liverpool 

Bingham, Sarah Elizabeth, Bristo!, Boukseiler. Jave 13 at 1 a the 
Ians of Court Hotel, High Holborn. Bevan and Hencock 

Birtwistle, Bradshaw, Accrington, Lance, sire, Cotton Manafectarer. 
June 20 at 12 at offices uf Stevenoon aud Co, Caancery placs, Man- 
chester 

Blackburn, Thomas, Arnley, Leeds, Com nission Agent. June 15 at 12 
at offices of Whiteley, Albion st, Leeds 

Bowen, Mary Ann, formerly Mary Ann Richards, Waunarllwydd 
Gower, nr Sw.nsea, Beer Retalier. June 14 at LI at offices of Brown 
and Cullins, Worceste~ place, Swsusea ; 

Bowers, Jonn Barriti, Batley, York, Linen Draper. June 16 at 2 at 
offices of Baler and Middlebroox, Park sqaare, Levds 

Broomfield, Thomas Wiiliain, Worcester, Bitcher, Juae 15 at UI at 
offices of Tree, The Avenue, Oros+, Worcestor 

Butler, Joun, Worcester, Hoser. Juas 16 ut 12 at offices of Pist, Tuo 


Avenue, Worcester 
Merchant. June (3 at 12 





— Arthur, Fenchurch et, isl 
at of Bolton and Co, New square, Lincoln's ina 

, George WN + Bishopsgate st witnout, Wholesale Iron- 
. June 22 at 9 atthe City Terminus Hotel, Vannon st. Mason, 


Chambers 
m 





m st 
Chester, William, Colne, Lancashire, Tia Plate Worker, June 3l at3 
at offices of Carr, Colac 

















June 10, 1876. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





635 

















Cobbin, Archer, Birmingham, Cabinet Maker. June 14 at 12 at office ® 
of Pointen, Temple row west, Birmingham 
Cebdon, Frederick, Hanley, Stafford. out of business, June 14 at liat 
Offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 
Cohen, Marks Levi, Hanley, Stafford, Jeweller. June 15 at 11 at offices 
ofTennsnt, Cheapside, Hanley 
Cole, Thomas, Vine court, White hivel rd, China Dealer. June 29 at 3 
at offices ot Gamble and Harvey, Gresha a buildiugs, Locayer, Gres- 
ham buildings, © u'Idhall 
Connol!, Jonn Fiercher, Eleanor rd, Hickney, Clerk. Jura 20 at 3 at 
office: of Ingle and Co, Threadueedie «6 
Constable, Cornelius, Wednesfield. S atford, Jonen»ymaa Lock Minn. 
factarer, June 14 at 2at otices of Crasiwall, New cd, Wilenhall 
Conway, William Neill, Hoxton <quare, Fucrier. Jure 48 at 11 at offices 
of Buchanan and Rogers, Busingha | st 
Couzine, George, Leyton, Essex, vuider. 
Orchard, Joha st, Bedford row 
Cox, Harry, Cliffe Pypard, Wilts, Farmer. June 13 at 1! at the Bell 
Hotel, High st, Swindon. Smith, Melksham 
vies, John, Nantyglv, Monmouth. Grocer, June 23 at 3 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Newport. Jones, Abergavenny 
Doughty, William, Rugeley, Stattord, Boot Manufacturer. Juns 14 at 
1] at the Shrewsbury Arms Hotel, Ruge'ey. Twyman 
Dunlop, Charles, Kiackmun st, Korough, Printer. June 21 at | at offices 
ot March, Moorgatest. Archer, Worship et, Finsbury 
Evans, John Thomas, Roby, ur Liverpool, out of business. Juns 19 at 2 
- offices " Sheen and Broadiurst, North Jona st, Liverpvol. Gee, 
verpoc! 
Firth, squire, High st, Bloomsbury, Manager to a Printer. June 14 
at 3 a: oltices of Siokex, Chancery lane 
Ford, Wi'liam Wi son, Wimeswo:d, Leioester, Innkeeper. Jeane 2i at 
{1 at offices of Deane and Lickorsh, Market place, Louzhboroagh 
Foucaud, Henri, Little Newport st, Soho, Wine Merchaut. June 19 at 
2 at offices of Denton and Co, Gnay’s inn square 
Godtrey, Leonard Horatio, Shetfield, Grocer. June 15 at 2 at offices of 
Taylor, Nortoik row, Sheffiela 
Good, Alfred, Droitwicn, Worcester, Stationer. June 13 at 11 at offices 
of Tree, The Avenue, Cross, Worcester 
Graves, Kichard Somuel, Cambridge, Linen Draper. June 23-86 12 at 
3, St Mary's passage, Cambridge. Whitehead 
Griffiths, Kovert Heury, Birmingham, Colliery Agent. June 16 at 3at 
offices of Koradon, Aun st, Birminghia 
Grigg, Samu-]. Church row, Limehouse, Shirt Manufactarer. Jane 
16.at 3 at offives of Gowing and Mandile, King et, Cheapside 
Hall, William Wulort, London ri, Southwara, Cucter. Juas ti at 12 
at otfices of Foster, sirchin !aqe 
» James, Talk-on-tne-Hiil, Stafford, Grocer, June 13 at 11 at 
offices of Sherratt, Market st, Kidser re 
Henderson, Hewitt, Whitecross st, Earthenware Dealer. Jue 2l at 3 
at lil, Cheapside. Lookye+, Gresua o buildings, Gaiddoad 
Heptonsta 1, Jumes, Batley, York, Joiner. June 19 at 3 at offices of 
Scholefleld and Tayior, Bruaswick at, Batley 
Hindmarsh, William Armstrong, Newcastle-upoa-Tya3, Joiner. June 
13 at 12 at ofic2s of Rovson, [wa Hall, Gsteshead-on-Cyae 
Hollins, Lester, Wed .esfield, Scaffurd, Lailor, June 244% 11 at offces 
of Barrow, Queeu st, Wolverha:npton 
Hopkins, Thomas, Trowbridge, Wilts, Innkeepzer. Jnnz 20 at 12 at 
of Rodway, Fore et, Trowbridge 
Hopkinson, Heury, Leeds Wovlien Mathine Maker. Jane 15 at lt 
at offices of Rooke and Miigiey, Wiwe Horse st, Boar lane, Leeds 
Hughes, Juho, Llannchymedd, Anglesea, Coal Merchant. June 14 at 
11 at the County Court Office, Ranger. Roberta, Llangefni 
Ioman, Eoward, sheffield, Sieei Neiter. June 16 at 4 at oifices of Gee, 
Fig Tree lane, Shettield. Binns, Shetied 
Trend, William Kawin, St Thomas the Apostle, Devon, Forage Dealer. 
Jone 14 at (2 atthe Castle Mute], Castie st, Exeter. Fioud, Exeter 
Ive, William James, Auctivneer, Ludgate hill. June 13 at 3 at offices 
of Wright, Ludgate hill 
Jackson, Joseph, Blackpool, Lanceshire, Grocer. June 19 at 3 at 
Offices of Edelston, Winckley st, Presta 
Jagger, James, aud Adam Jaggar, Horbury, York, Colliery Proprietors. 
June 16 at 3 at offices of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Gorge, Doncaster, York, Bedding Manufactarer. June 16 
at 12 at offices of Paitesoa, Queen at, Sheffield 
Jounin, James William, Liverpusl, Buider. June 19 at 3 at offives of 
Stephens and Danger, Cook st, Liverpool 
wie, Thomas Howell, Biaena:on, Monmouth, Grocer. June 2% at 
12. at the Queen’s Hotel, Newport, Junes, Abergavenny 
Lewis, Wiliam Thomas, aud David Lloyd L-wis, Carmarthen, 
Painters. June 13 at 2 at offices of Geewn aid Griditns, St Marcy st, 


London, Joha, Gateshead, Durham, Tailor, Juns t5 at 2 +t offices of 

Wallace, Hutton ehambers, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon-Tyne 
William, Pateraveter row, Punisher. June 13 at 12 at the 

Gutldball Coffee House, Guildhall, Foster, Birchin lane 

MacKintosh, Captain Robert Harry, Bradtord, York, I Agent. 
June 13 at 11 at offices of Terry and Robinson, Market s°, Bradford 

Marshall, Joun, York, Innkeeper. June 15 at | at offices of Thompsva, 
jun, Lendal, ¥ 


ork 
Marshall, Wii Henry, Durham, Solicitor. June i6 at 11 at offices 
of Keenlyside and St Joha’se chambers, Grainger st west, Newcasele- 


— 

Mebonvii » Thomas, Altrincham, Chester, Labourer, June 34at 3 
at offices of Law, King st, Manchester 

Minchin, Josev:h, Litt’e Rissington, Gioucester, Cattle Dealer. 
16.at 11 atoftices of Keadull and Son, Bourton-on-ths-Water 

Miaty, Rose Myirea, Cnichsater, Milliner, June (3 at Lt at offers of 
Sowton, Bedford row, Hoibora, Arnold, Chichester 

Moffatt, Alexander, Jarrow, Vacham, Wine Merchant. June 16 at 2 
at.eifices.ot Wallace, Hutioa chambers, Pilgrim 6, Newsastle-upon- 

Moy, William, Brighton, Sussex, Fruiterer. June 20 at 3 at offices of 
May North at, Brightou 

m Worcester, Baker. Jane 14 at Sat offices of Meredith, 


et, Worcester 
John ‘Phoman, Piccadilly, Fishmonger. Jaue 20 at 1 at offices 
Marylebone ra 


Jans 15 at 1 at ovtices of 





June 


Newman, 
Ni 
of 





Norman, Frederick, Chesterfieli, Derby, Boot Manufacturer. Jane '9 


at 3 at the Stag and Pheaxant Hotel, Leicester. Ge>, Chesterfield 

Ogilvie, Charles Edward, Wakefield, Yurk, Joiner. June tsat ii at 
offices of Wainwright, George >t, Wukefie'd 

Pearson, Margaret Jane, Elizabeth Pearson, and Thomas Bulmin 
Pearson, Fe'ling, nr Gateshead, Darham, Drapers. June 13 at Il 
at offices of Hopper, Grainger st, Newcaatle-upou-Tyne 

Pope, James, Uplowman, Devon, Miller. Juas 13 at 1! at the Half 
Moon Hotel, Tiverton. Hirtzal, Exeter 

Rattenbury, William, Washford Pyne, Devon, out of business, Juxe 
15 at 3 at the Castie Hotel, Caste st, Exeter. Froud, Exeter 

Redding, #dwin James, Bristol, Milk Carrier. Ju.ze 10 at tl at offices 
of Esser y, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 

Robinson, John, South wharf, Paddiazton, Hot Watar Eaginver. Jane 
14 at 2 at offices of Goode, Southampton bai dings, Holborn 

Ryder, Wil'1am, Newton Ab ot, Devon, Furustuare Dealer. Jans ld at 
li at the Craven Ho-.e!, Craven st, Strand. Francis aw Base , 
Newton Abbott 

Sampron, Thomas, Liverpool, Livery Stab’e Keeper. Jun» 15 at 3 
at olfices of Shean aud B.oathurst, Nocta Johan &t, Liverpool. 
Queich, Birmingham 

Senior, Robert, Earisheaton, York, Blaxkst Manufacturer. 
2 at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 

Simkins, William, freemautie, Wants, Butcher, Jane 2) a: 
offices of Shutce, Portiand at, Soutpampton 

Simpson, Heory, Widnes, Lancashire, Clothier. Jane 16 at 2 at 
— of Mather, Commeres court, Liverposl. BSacrog ani Ga, & 
Helen’s 

Smithers, Charles, Billingegate market, Fish Silewnaa, fan: 9 ut 19 
- the Victoria Tavern, Morpeth rd, Bethusl green. Hick«, Soua 

ackney 

Solomon, Joseph, Victoria Dock ri, Piaistew, Tailor. June 3 at 4 a: 
offices of Evans and Eagles, John st, Bedford row Ne 

Stacy, Thomas, Ru+well te: race, Tha Grove, Hammerenith, Artic ta 
Stained Glass. Juare 19 at 12 at offives of Sampson, Marylsd.e ri 

Stephens, John, West Bromwich, Statford, Deaper. Juae lia. t «6 
offices of Shakespeare, Cnuavch st, Oldbury 

Stopford, Edwin Charles, Eastbourne, Sussex, Mer -hant’« Cerk. Jans 
14 at 12 at the Crowu Hotel, Lewes, Harrison, G aiiman se, 
Doctors’ commons 

Storer, John Joxeph, Liverpool, Livery Stable Keeper. June 22 a: 4a 
the Merecy Hotel, Derby rd, Boetle, Liverpool. Kuowies, Liv >puui 

Sweet, Edwin, 8 a, Out of b June 10 atl at ofiws of 
Brown and Vollins, Worcester place, Swansea : 

Swindell, George Wiliam, Pembroke st, C penhag-n at, Islingwa, 
Cual Merchant. June 15 at 3 at ottices of Clarce, Biomfisia st 

Thomas, John, Oldswiof rd, Worcester, Fisamoager. Juse 5 at 10 
at offices of Presco t, Hizn st, St rbr.dze 

Tolley, Thomas, Balsali Heati, Worcester. Bricklayer. June 19 at 3 
at the Moseley Arms, 3.x Ways, Balsail Heata. Maacder, Gur diug- 
ham 

Towers, Thomas, Over, Cheshire, Salt Boiler. June 17 at 10 at offices 
of Cooke. Over 

Tredgold, James Powell, Middlestorsuzh, York, Auctioneer. Jurs 4 
at ll at the Temperanve Hotel, Linskorpe rd, Middivsdorvagn. 
Bainbridge, Middiesbor ugh 

Tudhope, Alexander, Lo.abard st, Coal Merchant. Jane l4 at! 
Mulien’s Hotel. Ironmonger lan-. Pullen, Basiughalbst 

Tyson, William, York, Joiner. June 15 at 10.18 at offices of Th ap- 
son, jun, Lenda, York 

Veitch, Peter, and «-eorge Elliott, Leeds, Curriers. June 14 at 3 a 
offices of Pu lan, Bank cnambers, Park row, Leeds 

Vernon, Edwar!, Talkxe Pits, Staff.rd, Hoot Deaivr, June 1} at 1) as 
Offices of Teanant, Cheapsiae, Hanley 

Walits, William Bonnett, Fordiagton, Do set, Tailur. 
at offices of Weston, High West -t, Dorchester 

Ward, Frederick, Si.verdale, Staffird, Plamoer, June 10 at 
offices of Tenna:t, Cheapside, Hanley 

Watson, Jobn, Alsager, C eshire, Plumber. June i7 at 10.30% offices 
ot Hollmshead, Tuastall 

Whele, Onarles Hard:ng, Wolverhampton, Staffer’, Hous Agen. 
June 16 at 12 at o'tices of Smith, Variugwa st, Wu.vecaampte :. 
Flewker and Paye, Wolverhamptou 

Wilson, Geurze Woodward, Gordun rd, Peckham, Grocer. Ju 29 at 
2 at o:tices of Fletcher and Co, Staple iav, Huloora 

Yardley, Charies, Cradley Heath, Stafford, Cuaiu Manufacturer. Jans 
15 at 11 at the Uaioa Ho.el, Uuion st, Bwmingham, Gnakespaare, 
Oldbury 

Young, Robert, Jarrow, Durham, Grocer. Jurze b4 at 2 at otficss of 
Fairolcuyh, sandhill, Newcastie-upoa- tyne 


Tusspar, June 6, 1876. 

Anderson, William Lamphier, Cathcart rd, Wallington, Clerk. Jane 
16 at 1 at the Guildhai] Coffee house, Gresham st. Parry, Sasug- 
hall st 

Andrews, John Speed, jan, Castle Cary, Somerset, Hotel Keeper. June 
19 at 3at the George and Railway Hotel, Bristol. Hodding, Sau- 


dure: 

Arita, Thomas, Reading, Berks, Coal Merchant. June 20 at i! at 
offices of Beale and Martin, London st, Reading 

Ashford, ys, Totnes » Cement Merchant. Juns 22 at 11,30 
at the Seven Stars Hutel, Totnes. Ke lock, Totnes 

Atha, Samuel, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Currier. June 19 at 12 at offices of 
Spirrett, East parade, Lseds ; 

Atthow, James, Dunean rd, London fields, Hackney, Whee'wright. 
~~ 15 at 3 at the Lord Napier Tavera, Loudon fieds, Hackues. 

1gd; 

avery, Themen, Newton Abbott, Devon, Beer Retailer, June 19 ac 13 
at offices of Hooper and Michelmore, Newtoa Abbatt 

Bagshaw, Tnomas, Royal Leamingtoa Spa, Warwick, Marine Store 
Dealer, June i9 at 2 at che Gloucester Davern, Royal Leamimgion 


Jane2i at 


3 at 





at 


Jane 232i at ti 
ll at 


Spa. Sendersen, Warwick 
Bell, William, Great Yarmouth, Norfolk, Ohemist, Juce 20 at 11 a: 
ottiees of Stone, jun, Regent st, Great Yarmouta 
Braithwaite, Benjamio, Bridlingron, York, Cat.net Meker. June Ig at 
2 at the Stirling Castle Inn, Bridlington Quay. Wray, Brit 
Brookes, Thomas, Hoote, Cheshire, Commercial 
2 at offices of Gartwright, Pepper 


imgiaa 
Traveller, Juac 2: at 
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Brown, Francis Charles, Clifton, Bristol, Boot Dealer. June 19 at 2 
at offices of — and Co, the Exchange, Bristol, Nalder, 


Mi / 

Brown, James, Morley, York, Builder. June £0 at 2 at offices of 
Pulian, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Brace, William, Saxthorpe, Norfoik, Farmer. June 17 at 11 at offices 
of Fosters and Co, Bank place, Norwich 

Cain, George, Bi'ston, Stafford, Holiow Ware Manufacturer. June 
17 at 11 ut offices of Fellows, Mount Pleas«nt, Bilston 

Campbell, Andrew, jun, Newington causeway, Jeweller. June 23 at 
12 at offices of Piunkett, Gutter lans 

Carter, George, Bramley, nr Leeds, Bobbin Turner. June 16 at 11 at 
offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 

Coath, Jabez Rundle, Stoke Damerel, Devon, Grocer. June 19 at 11 
at offices of Elworthy and Co, Courtenay st, Plymouth 

Davis, Esther, Southampton row, Bloomsbury, L ging house Keeper. 
June 19 «t 11 at offices of Liggins, Seymour place, Bryanston square 

Day. James, Merthyr Tydfil, Innkeever. June 14 at 11 at otfices of 
Beddoe, Victoria p ace, M-rthgr ‘I'y tfil 

Dewdney, William John, Piymouta st Mary, Devon, Manure Agent. 
June 21 at 12 at offices of Phil ps, Frankfort st, Plymouth 

Earle, Nathaniel John, Kenningtua rd, Acoountant. June 23 at 2 at 
Mullen’s Hotel, Irenmonger jane. Seymour, King’s rd, Chelsea 

Edward-s, Davia, and Henry Jones, Abercarne, Monmouth, General 
Dealers. June 21 at 12.30 at offices of Collins, jua, Broad st, Bristol. 
Simmons and P.ews, Merthyr Tydfil 

Evang, Elias, Southses, Hants, Build:r. June 19 at 3 at offices of 
Feltham, Union st, Portses 

Faux, Samu, Walsall, Stafford, Baker. June 20 at 11 at officcs of 
Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Felstead. John, Tyne Dock, Durham, Grocer. June 16 at 3 at offices 
of Mabaue, Barr-ngton st, South Shields 

Flanders, Smith, Burten-upon-Trent, Stafford, out of business, Juno 
20 at 3 at offices of Sturt, {ronmonger lane. Conquest and Clare, 


() 

Plucke, Francis Bryan, Derby, Tobscconist. June 28 at 3 at offices of 
Leech, St James’s chambers, St James’s st, Derby 

Pox, Charles, Kingsbridze, Devon, Printer. June 26 at 11 at etices of 
Dawe, Union terrace, Union st, Plymouth. Sjuare, Kingsbridge 

Francis, Frank Kicardo, Hatton garden, Telegraph Engineer. June 
= il a offices of Thwaites, Bs.ingnall st. Parke, Gray’s ion 


place 

Pullwood, James, Newport, Monmouth, Witch Maker. Jun> 19 at 2 
at offices of Trive ani Co, High s*, Newpo-t. Pain and Son, Newport 

Fussell, Harrist, Bristol, seer Retailer, June 17 at 1) at offices of 
Clifton, Corn st, Brisvor 

Gardiner, George, Allenheads, Northumberland. Draper. Jnne 19 at 2 
Grabbam, Grainger st west, Newcasile-upon-Tuye. Baty, Hexham 

Greenhongh, Charlies, Dudley Hill, nr Bradford, York, Commasion 
Wool Comper. June 17 at 11 at offices of Watson and Diccons, 
Victoria chambers, Market st, Bradford 

Gutsell, M.tthew, Bishop’s Wa'theum, Hants, Grocer. June 26 at 3 
at the Railway Junction Hotel, tissop’s Stuke. Clarke, Bishop’s 
Waltham 

Hands, E:iza Jane, and And:ew Vaw’s, Birmingham, Coffin Farniture 
Manofacturer. June 16 at il at ths Quesu’s Hovel, Stephenson 
place, Birmingham. Clarke, Birminguam 

Handford, Jesse Edward Cherles, Wi.iington, Derby, Coach Builder, 
= 2: at 12 at offices of Potter, A'l Saiut’s chambers, Irongate, 


rby 

Hayes, John, Sunderland, Darham, Men’s Mercer. Jane Zi at 2 at 
offices of Joels, Newgate st, Newcas:le-upon-Tyne 

Haworth. Elijah, Blackburn, Lancashi ¢, Geucer. June 20 at Li at 
Offices of Kadcliffe, Clayton st, Biackourn 

Herbert, William, Newport, M nmouns, Dsiryman, Jane 19 at i) at 
offices o' Graham, Commerciai -t, Newport 

Hill, Rober, Birmiogham, out of business, Jun; 16 at 11 at offices of 
Fadem, Bexnett’s hill, Birm.nguao 

Hobbs, Henry William, H gh st, St ke Newington, Hier. June 21 
at 3 at offices of Kebbell, Catherine court, 3-e hiug lune 

Hogg, Tho vas Birk tt, Birmingham, B.ot Maker. June 19 at 12 at 
offices «f Reece and Harris, New ot, Birmin:ham 

Holden, A bert William, Parringd »n rd, Eleccro Plate Manufacturer. 
June 30 at 1! at offices of Routh and Stacey, Southampton st, 
Bloomsbury 

Boliand, James, Widnes, Lancashi-e, Piunber. June 2) at 3 at 
Walker’s Kalway and Commercial Howl, Victoria-rd, W.dnes. 
Spencelv, Wiines 

Hughes, David, Corwen, Merioneth, Draper. Jone 1) at 3 at the 
rooms or the Home Trade As+iciation, York st, Manchester. Need- 
bam and Co, York st, Mancnester 

Knight, Eiwacd Martin, Liverpu», Wringinz Machine Dealer. Jane 
19 at 3 at oftres of Sesbrigh aud Co, Clayton -quare, Liverpool! 

Lees, Semuel, Stockport, «uesh re. Draper. Juue 14 av 4 ut offices 
of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 

Lyons, David Wiluam, tornsea, York, Butcher. June 13 at 3 at 

of Chambers, Scale lauc, Kingstou-upon- Hull 

Moore, Brass Berlow, an¢ Alfred Ratlani, Priuces st, Cavendish 
square, Fancy Warehousemen. June 22 at 12, at offices of Plunkett, 
Gatter 1 :ne 

Morris, Robert, Cynuyd, Gwyddelwern, Merioneth, Ienkeeper. Juue 
23 at 11 at orices of James, Corwen 

Oneal, Heury, Shifnal, Salop, Baker. Jane 16 at 11.30 at offices of 
Osborne, New st, Shifnal 

Parker, Eiward, Keynsnam, Somerret, Farmer. June 19 at 11 at officss 
four and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Brisiol. Clifton, 

s 

Parkin, Joseph, and George Watson, Middlesborough, York, Printers. 
Jane 15 at 2 at offices ot Doosor, Gostord st, Middiesborou sh 

Pascoe, Edward, Truro, Corn val, Osbinet Maker, June 16 at 12 at 
offices of Ceriyonand Pauil, Q say #:, Traro 

Pepper, William, Kegworth, La.ceter, Buok-keeper. Jane 23 at It at 
offices of Deane aud Lickorish, Makes place, Loaghborough 

Pitt, Jonn Samuel, Giou. ester, Baker. Juael6 at 4 at offices of Harris, 
Westgaie «, Gloucester. Jackson, Stroud : 

Prestwood, James, Mancheswr, beer Re.all r. Jane 19 at 11 at offices 
of Whitt. Kong st, Manchester. Ward, M snchester 

Pugh, Wiliam, Palme, Northampton, Tobacconist. June 16 at 11 at 
offices of Jeflery, Market square, Northampton 








Prior, Thomas Stocker, Bridgewater, Somerset, Linen Draper. June 
19 at 3 at offices of Chapman, King square, Bridgewater 

Reynolds, John, Warvick Grocer. June (2 at 11 at offices of Snape 
and Goule, High st, Warwick 

Reynolds, Thomas, Bulton, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. June 15 at. 
11 at offices ot North Graves, Bradsnawgate, Bolton 

Ricetts, Charles Robert, Harcourt terrace, West Brompton, Artist. 
Jane 19 at 3 at offices of Downs and Co, Moorgate st. UVodd, jan 

Roberts, John, Haddersfie.d, York, Compositor. June 22 at 11 at offices 
of Berry, Market place, Hudd srsfleld 

Scale, Bernard, Gordon terrsce, Putuey, Uphelsterer. June 22 at llat 
offices of Parry, Basinghall at 

Screach, John Thomas, Belper, Derby, Tailor. June 12 at 11 at offices. 
of Briggs, Amen alley, Derby 

Seddon, Kev Robert, Po:ternewton, nr Leeds. June 20 at 3 at offices of 
Malcolm, Park row, Leeds 

Stewart, James, Gainsbor»ugh, Lincoln, Mercer. June 20 at ll at 
offices of Biadon, Gain-borough 

S-orey, John Bura, Cnorlton-cun-Hiriy, Lancashire, Builder. Jane 
21 at 3 at offices ot Storer, Fouatain st, Ma wenesrer 

Stuart, Aonie, Liverpovl, Kestaur.nt Keeper. Juue 19 at 3 at offices of 

bson and Bolland, Sout: Juna st, Liverpool 

Stych, William, Birmingham, Working Jeweller. June 16 at Il at 
offices of Willcock, North st, Wolvernampton 

Thompson, George, Great Yarmouth, Noriolk, Grocer. June 22 at 12 
at offices ef Biake, Huli Quay chambers, Great Yarmouwu, Palmer, 
Great Yarmouth 

Wadams, William Frederick, Cannock, Stafford, Grocer, June 19 at.3 
. = Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham. Bill,. 

sal 

Waine, Austin, Malmesbury, Wilts, Veterinary Surge°n. June 17 at 
2 at the King’s Arms Hotel, Malmesbury. Bradford and Foote 

Waugh, John, Bradford, York, Contractor, June /9 ac 11 at offices of 
Terry oni Robinson, Market st, Bradford 

Warren, Thomas, Winslow, Buckin.ham, Dealer. June 22 at 11 at the 
Park Hotel. Bletchley. Shepnerd and Ewen, Lutou 

Whittaker, Alfred, Bury, Lancashire, Cavinet Maker. June 21 at 3 at 
Offices ot Grundy and Co, Unwn st, Bury 

Wilson, George Henry, and James McNeillie, Manchester, Wareh 
men. June lS at | at officesof Slater and Pvoie, Norfolk st, Man- 
cheater 

Wileon, Henry Fisher, Kingston-uvon-Hull, Yeast Merchant. June 15 
at 3 at oiices of Chambers, Scaie lane, “in zston-uyor-Huil 

Wiliams, Richard, and Willian stopford, Woverhampton, Stafford, 
Timber Merohants. June 19 atl at offices of Smith, Darlington at, 
Wolverhsmpton. Pinchard and Suelton, Wolverhampton 

Witherington, Sidney Herbert, Wanisworth rd, Onemist. June 26 att 
at othces of Pittman, stamfo d st, Blackfriars 

Woodhead, Juhn, Elton -within-Bary. Lancashire, Book-keeper. June 
19 at 3 at offices of Grundy ant Vo, Unioi st, Bury 

Woodruff, George, Nottin. ham, Hair N-t Manufacturer, June 20 at 12 
at officesof Wel's and H.n4. Fletcuergate, Nottingnam 

Wright, Henry, Hants Pumoer, June 22 at 12 at 145, Cheapside. 
Guy, Soutuampton 

Wright, Joshu:, reddish, L hire, out of busi June 14 at 11.80 
at offices or Nuttali aad 8 n, Junin Valton 8, Manchester 
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DEPTFORD BROADWAY AND PECKHAM,. 


By order of the Trustees under the Will of the late Peter Pemell, 
Esq.—Excellent Freehold Investments. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 27, at TWO, 
the following valuable FREEHOLD PROPERTIES :— 

Lot 1—The Freehold Property, comprising Nos. 13 and 14, 
Broadway, Deptford, now held by Mr. Thomas Watkins and Mr. 
Alfred May, under leases expiring at Midsummer, 1877, at very low 
rents, amounting to £97 per annum. The property possesses a 
frontage of about dift., has a depth of about 150ft., embraces a 
superficial area of nearly 4,600 square feet, and offers a capital site 
for the erection of important business premises. 

Lot 2.—The Freehold Premises, 29 and 31, Queen’s-road (formerly 
No. 6, Barden-place), Peckham. Let upon lease expiring at 
Michaelmas, 1886, to Mr. T. I. Butler, at the very low t of £30 
per annum. 

Lot 3.—The Freehold House and Shop, No. 7, eer ad- 
joining the preceding lot. Let upon a yearly tenancy to . Hull, 
at £2) per annum. 

Particulars of Messrs. Prior, Bigg, Church, & Adams, Solicitors, 
No. 61, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; of Messrs. Walters & Gush, Solicitors, 
No. 3, Finsbury-circus; of Edward H. Burneli, Esq., Architect, No. 
32, Bedford-row ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





SURREY. 


A very choice and singularly attractive Freehold Residential Estate 
of about 36a. 2r. 23p., distinguished as Norwood-park, in the 
parish of Charlwood, coceieaniiinane extensive views over a richly 
wooded country, including the far-famed Leith and Box hills, 
about 34 miles from Horley Station, whence London is reached in 
three-quarters of an hour, and respectively 5, 6, and 8 miles 
from the towns and stations of Reigate, Dorking, and Horsham. 
It comprises a picturesque and exceedingly well-built modern 
residence, erected at great cost by the present owner, occupyi 
an elevated position and surrounded by a prettily-timbered wast 
and charming pleasure grounds, through which it is approached 
by a carriage drive with entrance-lodge and ornamental gates. 
The house is surrow @ terrace, and contains lv bed rooms, 
bath and dressing room, two lumber rooms, large linen and 
housemaid’s cupboards, porch, entrance-hall, drawing room 
(24ft. by 16ft.) opening to # terrace and large conservatory, dining 
room (20ft. by |4ft.), wt very handsome entertaining, music, 
ball, or billiard room (33ft. by 17ft.), with parquet floor a 

trance 


separate en from grounds, ample and well 

domestic pone pA ip a beer, one phase Cg | om t au) 

of 6) a t water; cay sta! ‘or 6 Orses, 
ceaebe bay rooms, hay and straw 
drying ground, wood 


c use, harness room. three li 
lofts, commodious laundry with inc 
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—_ epee grounds tastefully laid out in lawns and 
variety of choice shrubs, large and well-stocked 
[een sptonane . with @ range jouses, 
vineries and peach-house, !00ft. long, forcing pits, apple room, 
potting shed, &c. Atashort distance from the house, and nearly 
in the centre of the estate, are a ase and recently- 
erected model farm homestead, containing sees th a 
herd of cows; also at home A Oe peng ms =e ae 
cottages, of which, together with "ae 
siabling, re built in character with the house. The land has 
ly been tile drained, and principally consists of pasture and 
Welland, the latter affording excellent cover for the preservation 
of game, for which the estate is noted The property is in every 
way suitable for a gentleman fond of sporting and country pur- 
suits, the district being hunted by the Surrey staghonnds, Surrey 
Union, Crawley and Horsham, and Burstow fox-hounds. 


M ESSRS. DEBENH AM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL the before-mentioned, at the MART, on TUES- 
DAY, JUNE 27, at TWO. With possession. 
Particulars in due course of Messrs. Underwood & Colman, 
Solicitors, 13, Loe Sa Cavendish-square; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 80, Cheapsi ide. 





WIMBLEDON. 


Two first-class Freehold Mansions, occupying very fine sites on the 
a the common, and about 15 minutes’ walk from the 
railway ion. 


MESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 27, at TWO, 
in lots (unless previously let or sold by private contract, the follow- 
ing FREEHOLD PROPERTIES (land-tax redeemed and tithe free), 


‘eae 1.—The charming Freehold Residence, known as Trotton 
House, The Downs, Wimbledon, containing ample accommodation 
fora gentleman’s family, and commanding magnificent views, em- 
bracing Claremont, Leith-hill, Epsom Downs, and the range of hills 
to the Crystal Palace. It is approached by two carriage drives, one 

by an entrance-lodge, and contains nine principal 

and secondary bed-chambers, nurseries, g% rooms, bath room, 
spacious hall, elegantly decorated drawing, dining, and morning 
rooms, & handsome conservatory, and excellent omestic offices. 
There is superior stabling for seven horses, two double carriage 
et and three distinct sets of dwelling rooms for servants. The 
pear grounds are very beautiful and matured ; they are most 
delighttaly ~~. in terraces, winding shrubbery walks, level and 
sloping lawns and are enriched by some fine-grown oak and 
trees. There are model farm buildings close at hand, a cottage, 
= an inclosure of park-like land, the whole comprising about 8% 


“oo 2.—Claremont View, a first-class freehold property of about 
2}acres, comprising a very handsome modern residence (erected 
under the X.. rintendence of the owner’s architect), commanding 
eauti extensive views of the Surrey hills, and containing 
nine nine principal and secondary bed-chambers, nurseries, dressing 

room, entrance hall, drawing room 29ft. 6in. by 16ft. 

opening to an elegant conservatory, dining room 24ft. 6in. by 17ft., 
library, first-class bil billiard room, and superior offices. The stabling 
consists of three and a loose box, a large coach-house, coach- 
man’s apartments, &c., and the grounds surrounding have been 
laid out at great cost, with much taste and skill. If desired a large 
pase of the purchase-money on either of the above lots may be 

on mortgage. 

be viewed by cards, to be had of the Auctioneers, and particu- 

lars obtained of Messrs. Walker & Co., Solicitors, 5, Southampton- 

street, Bloomsbury ; and of the Auctioneers, £0, Cheapside. 





KENT, NEAR TUNBRIDGE WELLS. 
The Etherton-hill Be: , at Speldhurst, comariing an elegan' 


Residence ly constructed of red brick with — 
dressings, stan: a = nehly timbered, beautifully undulating grounds, 

g fine old pasture land, relieved by some small Leeper pretty 
woods, and having a runnin stream at their . The tetal area is 
17a. Or. The residence (with pleasure grounds kitchen lens, 
&c.) has been oecupied e vendors, and possession may be had on 
completion of the . The pasture land is let subjext toashort 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 


will SELL, at pd ve previon on Ld ped AY, JUNE 27, at TWO 
& le offer be made by private contract), 
very -choiee pooper ve foren . known as Etherton-hill, at 


hurst, within two Wells. It occupies a 
~y p enatioe pallies commands ae oe site views, and is sur- 
rounded by gentlemen’s estates. The residence, which 
could be ently enlarged withou sa induces ede tar dae Galan, 
eee et ee ee ie Sains oh 
wing room, morning room, store room, kitchen, scullery, 
ad has an almost southern aspect, 
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CITY OF LONDON. 

The noble and very extensive Pile of Buildings, No. 3, Old Jewry, 
erected in & most substantial manner about 11 years since upon 
the site of the former offices of the Lord Mayor’s Court, and 
under the immediate superintendence of a well-known architect. 
The premises comprise at ground floor, and four u 
stories, arranged in numerous suites ef first-class offices, with 
proof vaults and strong rooms in the » four distinct 
entrances, two capital stone staircases to the second floor, and 
every known modern improvement.. The west building has a 
frontage uf about 83ft. to Old Jewry, with an im elevation 
in stone; the east building abuts upon -court and 
courtyard, with a frontage thereto of about 95ft. 3in., the total 
ground-floor area being nearly 10,000 square feet. The tenants 
are of high standing in the professional and commercial world, 
and include several eminent firms of Solicitors, Accountants, _ 
Merchants, viz., Messrs. Lewis, cor & Longden, 

Fay hey nny Messrs. row tee > , & Co., Messrs. Ca) 
& Harris, Messrs. McLean & Co., Mr. A. Fi ding, and others. 
premises are held direct from the Grocers’ Company for a term 
of 80 years from Christmas, 1865, at a ‘rent, and at 
present produce (with the rental value of some few rooms on the 
upper floors now vacant) a present total gross income of about 
£6,665 annum, with great pros; — advantages. The the Borat 
erty, m its proximity to the Bank of England, the 
Exchange, the Stock Exchange, and Guildhall, forms Baad 
on ~cal hee pag as a selection of responsible tenants 
M Set Ss. *DEBSENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 27, at TWO, 
the above-named. highly important LEASEHOLD PROPERTY. 
Particulars, plans, and views of T. G. Bullen, Esq., Solicitor, 


No. 69, Cheapside ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, le. 





No. 4, COLLINGHAM-ROAD, SOUTH KENSINGTON. 
With possession.—A substantially-built and well-arranged Town 
— — A - unexpired term of about 97 years at a 


| ESS S.  DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 27, at TWO, 
the above valuable LEASEHOLD RESIDENCE, containing on the 
upper floor four bed rooms; on the third floor two good bed rooms 
and dressing room, bath room with hot and cold water supplies ; on 
the second floor two bed rooms (one measuring 21ft. 6in. by 21ft.),and 
large dressing room ; on the first floor a lofty double drawing room 
38ft. by 19ft. én; on the half landing a conservatory —_ with tiles; 
on the ground floor dining room 24ft. by 14ft., with bay window and 
morning room; in the rear, entirely shut off by double doors, a 
smoking room or library !6ft. by 12ft. 6in., entrance hall paved with 
tiles, stone staircase, and lavatory; in the basement good kitchen 
and commodions offices. Gas is laid on throughout, and speaking 
tubes are fitted to each floor. 
Particulars of Messrs. James Cro’ & Son, Solicitors, 
v7. Serjeants’-inn, Fleet-street, and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheap- 
side. 





STAMFORD-HILL, MIDDLESEX. 

Five minutes’ walk from South Tottenham and Stamford-hill 
Stations, Midland Railway, affording Gong de access to Moorgate- 
street, and five minutes’ walk from Eastern Station, 
reaching Liverpool-street in 20 minutes.—Wigmore House, 8 
capital old-fashioned Freehold Residence, situate facing the main 
road, approached by a carriage drive, and Agog ten bed and 

29ft. by 13ft. 6in., dining 

room 18ft. by 16ft. 6in., besides bay window 9ft. 6in. wide and 
4ft. 6in. deep, entrance hall, and ample ground floor offices ; 
service ; supplies of spring and soft water; capital large 

in the rear, with lawn, flower beds, well- -grown trees and bs, 

a kitchen garden, with wall and other fruit trees, and ouse. 

Fmd is an ba pe be san which could be converted into stabling 


M sESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
avwo. will SELL the above, at the MART, on FRIDAY, JUNE 30, 


Particulars of Messrs. Glynes, Son, & Church, Solicitors, 29, Mark- 
lane ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





CAMBERWELL-GREEN. 

By order of the Executors of the late Mrs. Bayfield, about tive 
minutes’ walk from Camberwell Station, and close to the omnibus 
and tramway routes.—A capital Freehold House and Shop, let at 
vi a SRS and offering an excellent investment. 

M=ss RS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, at the MART, on FRIDAY, JUNE 30, at TWO, 
the valuable FREEHOLD HOUSE and SHOP, known as No. HM, 

Denmark-hill, berwell-green, comprising four bed chambers, 

two sitting rooms, capital shop with plate-glass front, kitchen, and 

usual —. Let on lease, at the Wy | low rent of £40 per annum. 
iculars of Messrs. Sutcliffe & Summers, Solicitors, 5, New 

Bridge-street'; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





BERMONDSEY. 
ae Leasehold Investment, protnang. 
um.—For Sale by order of the Executors of the late 
‘liam. awond 
MESSRS DERANHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on FRIDAY, JUNE 30, at TWO, 
the Ln ang BUSINRSS Ry No. 67, Willow-walk. 
Bermondsey, Pot Peewee psy op lh covering 
area of about 22. square 


a net rental of £410 


The property 
stantial, newly-erected four oan building, fronting Willow-waik. 
containing epacious ranges of f well-lighted worksopa, ti 
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house, private offices, &c three-story building adjoining, 
engine-house, and drying sheds, a large tanyard. with numerous 
pits, stabling, coach-house, and cottage. The w whole is held for an 
unexpired term of 40 years at a ground-rent of £200 annum, 
—_s is —— for 14 years expiring 1889 to Messrs. Almond & Co., and 
srs. Oastler & Palmer, at rentals of £2500, and sag per annum 

—— leaving a profit rental of £410 per ann 

articulars of Messrs. Noon & Clarke, Solicitors.” 15 and 16, 

aniield street; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


CITY OF LONDON. 

The Beneficial Lease of the Greund Floor and Basement (with 
possession of the ground floor) of the important Business Premises, 
No. 1, Great Tower-street, occupying a very central situation in the 
heart of the colonial and site the block of 
buildings which are about to be removed by the Commissioners of 
Sewers for the purpose of Loe Great Tower-street. The 
premises consist of a large front sale room, with a capital north light, 
extensive office for clerks, ieee room, lavatory, &c., and an ex- 
ae basement beneath. Held for 21 years from 25th December, 

872, at the low rental of £400 a year. ‘the basement is let on lease 
s £75 @ year. Possession will be given of the ground floor, which 
1s moderately estimated to be worth £500 a year. 

A] ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
are instructed by the Executors of the late William Almond, 

Esq SELL the above, at the MART, on FRIDAY, JUNE 30, 

at 


Particulars of Messrs. Noon & Clarke, ene 15 and 16, Blom- 
field-street ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 











A Profit Rental of £89 a year for 20 years most abundantly secured 
upon Thanescroft, a very superior, detached residence, with stabling, 
pleasure gr , kitchen farm buildings and paddock, in 
the parish of Wonersh, Surrey, about five miles from the important 
town and station of Guildford, and three miles from Shalford station. 
lield for 20 years unexpired, at a ground rent cf $21 a year, and 
sub-leased to the Misses Dacres for the whole teri less 10days, at the 
extremely low rental of £110 = annum. For sale by order of the 
_ Mxecutors of the late William Almond, Esq. 


vi ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL the above, at the MART, on FRIDAY, JUNE 30, 





at 


Particulars of Messrs. Noon & Clarke, Solicitors, 15 and 16, Blom- 
field-street ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 


KILBURN. 

By order of the Administratrix.—A very attractive, detached Resi- 
dence, in a retired and pleasant situation, within a few minutes’ 
walk of the Stations on the North-Western and North London 
tailways, affording means of frequent and speedy access to and 
from the City and West-end. With possession. 


M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on FRIDAY, JUNE 30, at TWO 
unless previously disposed of by private contract), the very sub- 

stantially built and unusually well finished VILLA SI- 

“DENCE, Adelaide House, No. 8, Brondesbury-road, Kilburn. It 

stands well back from the road, is approached through a handsome 

portico, and contains six rooms, two 

with hot and cold by linen closet, &c. ; spacio 

elegantly decorated drawing room 32ft. by 16ft., communicating 

—* conservatory, dining room 26ft. by 16ft., library l6ft. by 
12ft., lavatory, with hot cold supplies, breakfast room, butler’s 

pantry, and excellent well-lighted domestic offices and cellarage, &e. 

‘Tastefully arranged and well-planted gardens, with et lawn. 

Lease about 85 years, at a rate ground-rent. May viewed 

by cards only, to be obtained of the Auctioneers. 

Particulars, with conditions of sale, may be had of George H. 

Barton, Esq., Solicitor, 19, Parliament-street, 8.W.; and of the 

Auctioneers, 89, Cheapside. 








NO. 48, MAIDA-VALE. 
By order of Executors.—An attractive Bijou Residence, with stab- 
. ling and gardens, about 15 minutes’ walk from the Edgware-road 
Station, and facing the omnibus route to the City and West-end. 
With possession. 


M ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 

will SELL, atthe MART, on FRIDAY, JUNE 30, at TWO, 
the capital. long LEASEHOLD, BIJOU RESIDENCE, known as 
Sutton Lod; ge, 48, Maida-vale, containing four bed cham , draw- 
ing room, dining room communicating with conservatory, library, 
entrance-hall, breakfast room, kitchen, pantry, lamber or servant's 
bed room, and offices. There are pretty, well-shrubbed gardens, 
front and rear, with greenhouse, stabling for two horses, coach- 
house, and two living rooms over, with separate entrance from the 
street. The premises are held for a term, having about 48 years to 
rut, at a ground rent, and are for sale with possession. 

Particulars, — conditions of sale, may be obtained 3% Ww. F 
Boyle, EKay., Solicitor, 7, Mectiotbunthe and 
Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. ea 





By order of the Executors of the late Owner.—Leasehold Invest- 
ment, on the Duke of Bedford’s Eetate.—The ital Town House, 
No. 13, Keppel-street, Fg om containing five princi principal 
and three secondary bed rooms, double drawing ae 
room, store room, housekeeper’s room, and offices. p—~} 
inthe rear. Held for aterm expiring at Midsummer, 1897, at the 

low ground-rent of £17, and underlet om lease to Mrs. Mrs. Robinson, 

who has been in for many years, at £90. 


ESSRS. DEBENBAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will the before-mentioned, at the MART, on TUES- 


DAY, JULY 4, at TWO. 
Particulars of Benbow & Saltwell, Solicitors, Mo. 1, Stone- 


Menars. 
buildings, Lincoln’s-inn; and of the Auctioncers, No. 90, Cheapside. 





HARLEY-STREET. 


A seggeome Lease of a superior Town Mansion, with excellent stab- 
ling, occupying a first-rate position in this fas! 
favourite a For sale, with 
Executors of the late Charles Balme, 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JOLY 4, at TWO, 
por pte TOWN RESIDENCE, No. 100, Harley-street, com- 
ee the upper floor, four bed ‘chambers ; ; on the third floor, 
chambers and a bath room; on the second floor, to which 
pm isa wide stone staircase, three bed chambers and a housemaid’s 
cupboard. The bed rooms are light, airy, and of bene oi ae a 
sions. i 2 first floor is —— devoted totwo elegant loft; 
rooms, —s casements opening to a balcony an 
ing wot Bee Bo ee 26ft. 3in. by 19ft. 9in. and 2ft. b; 16. tin. ; 
on the ground floor, outer and inner entrance halls, a g room 
about 31ft. by 16ft. 9in., library 17ft. 9in. by 16ft., with small study 
and a dressing room, &e. The domestic offices on the basement are 
unusually complete and convenient, and include kitchen, house- 
keeper’s room, scullery, larder, man’s bed room, servants’ hall, 
butler’s pantry, and extensive cellarage for wine and coals. There 
is excellent stabling in the rear, known as No. 6, Devonshire-mews- 
east, comprising five stalls, coach-house for two carriages, large 
harness room, loft, and two rooms for coachman. The whole is held 
direct from the Duke of Portland, the freeholder, for a term, having 
about 37 years unexpired, at a ground- -rent of £120. 


Particulars of Messrs. Van Sandau & Cumming, Solicitors, King- 
street, Cheapside ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





KENT. 


In a thoroughly rural and delightful country, one mile from Fawkham 
Station, two from Meopbam, end 21 from London.—An elegant, 
well built, modern Freehold] Resid dence, with southern aspect, standing 
in three acres of ol or grounds, co: 
good views. The eae is known as Pescot, in the parish 
Longfield. It is approached by a carriage drive from an ornamental 
entrance lodge, stands on gravel and chulk, is well screened by trees, 

comprises seven rooms, dressing room, hall with a 
pavement, drawing room 2Ift. by 15ft., dining room 21ft. by 14ft. 
(including bay), breakfast room 14ft. by 12ft. Det 14ft. Z 7tt., 
conservatory, and convenient offices. ‘wo-stall stable, loose box, 
coach-house, and harness room, with two rooms over, cow-house, 
chicken-house, &c. K..... grounds contain capital fruit trees, sunk 
croquet lawn, greenhouse, conservatory, and a grass paddock. There 
is an chuntent or capply of both hard and soft water. Church within 
amile. Land-tax redeemed, For sale with possession. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
| willSELL the above,at the MART, on TUESDAY, JULY 4, at 
TWO (unless an acceptable offer be previously made). 
Particulars of J. Mote, ee » Solicitor, 1, Walbrook; and of the 
Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside 


_ Cr 








ANERLEY. 


Several substantiall y-erected Freehold Residences, pleasantly situate 
close to the en entrance of the Crystal Palace, and within a few 
minutes’ walk of the Anerley and Crystal Palace (London, hton, 
and South Coast) Stations, Capital opportaniby for gent! 
seeking investments or moderate-sized residences for occupation. 


[MESsBs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JULY4, at TWO, the 
fiening valuable FREEHOLD (land- tax redeemed) PROP- 


Lot 1.—A Pair of attractive, semi-detached Villas, knownas1 and 2, 
Ridsdale-villas, Ridsdale-road, Anerley, with gardens, both let at 
rents amounting to £66 per annum. 

Lot 2.—The Block of Four attractive Residences, i Mate 2, 4, 4, 6, and ng 
Castledine-road, Anerley-park, with gardens; all let, and 
together £168 re annum. 


Og Le with ‘ood pleasure garden; for sale, with 
0. Hq y-par g P en; for sale, 
possession. 





d and well-built Corner Residence. 


Lots 4 and 5.—The Pair of ornamental, red brick, semi-detached 
Villas, 18 and 20, Castledine-road, Anerley, with pleasure gardens; 
both let, and produce together £100 per annum. 


Particulars of Messrs. Sheffield & Sons, Solicitors, 52, Lime- 
street ; and of the Auctioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





ANERLEY-PARK. 


Close to the Garden Entrance of the tal Palace, and within a 
few minutes’ wee Se sees Oryatal Palace (Landon, 
Brighton, and South Coast e) ations. 


Mevase PERERA. TEWSON, & FARMER 
will SELL, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JOLY 4, at TWO, 
, detached FREEHOLD (land-tax’ redeemed) 





